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Tus is the first number of the ConGRESSIONAL GLOBE | 


for this session—the third of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 

The work will be stereotyped, and therefore those who 
may subserebe hereafter, during this session, will get all the 
numbers; but after this session has ended, the price will 
be increased to such a sum as will pay for reprinting from 
the plates. 

The ConGRESSIONAL GLOBE and Appenprx and Laws 
wil] not be sold separately, as they were a few years ago. 
When separated they did not give general satisfaction, as a 
subscriber for one would frequently want the other when 
too late to furnish him with the back numbers. Therefore 
the ConeressiONAL GLoBe and the AppenpIx and the 
Laws will all be sold together. A man who may think he 
has not the money to spare to purchase the whole, may get 
a club to join him. 

The price for the whole for this session is $3. They all 
go free by mail. 


THIRD SESSION. 


$$ aa ——_—_. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 1, 1856. 


Tue first Monday of December being the day 
fixed by the Constitution for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the Senate assembled in its Cham- 
ber at the Capitol, in the City of Washington, at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


Hon. Jesse D. Bricut, President pro tempore, 
éalled the Senate to order. 


The following Senators were present: From 
the State of 

Maine — Hon. Hannibal Hamlin and Hon. 
William Pitt Fessenden. 

Vermont—Hon. Solomon Foot and Hon. Jacob 
Collamer. 

Massachusetts—Hon. Henry Wilson. 

Rhode Island—Hon. Charles T. James and 
Hon. Philip Allen. 


Connecticut—Hon. Isaac Toucey and Hon. La | 


Fayette S. Foster. 

New York—Hon. Hamilton Fish and Hon. 
William H. Seward. 

New Jersey—Hon. John R. Thomson. 

Pennsylvania—Hon. Richard Brodhead and 
Hon. William Bigler. 

Delaware—Hon. James A. Bayard. 

Maryland—Hon. Thomas G. Pratt and Hon. 
James A. Pearce. 

Virginia—Hon. James M. Mason and Hon. 
R. M. T. Hunter. 

South Carolina—Hon. Josiah J. Evans. 

Georgia—Hon. Alfred Iverson. 

Florida—Hon. David L. Yulee. 

Alabama—Hon. Clement C. Clay, Jr.,and Hon. 
Benjamin Fitzpatrick. 

Mississippi—Hon. Stephen Adams and Hon. 
Albert G. Brown. 

Louisiana—Hon. J. P. Benjamin and Hon. 
John Slidell. 

Texas—Hon. Thomas J. Rusk. 

Kentucky—Hon. John B. Thompson and Hon. 
John J. Crittenden. 

Missouri—Hoon. Henry =. Geyer. 

Ohio—Hon. Benjamin F. Wade and Hon. 
Grorge E. Pugh. 

Indiana—Hon. Jesse D. Bright. 

Michigan—Hon. Lewis Cass and Hon. Charles 
E. Stuart. 

Iilinois—Hon. Lyman Trumbull. 

Wisconsin—Hon. Henry Dodge and Hon. 
Charles Durkee. 


Jowa—Hon. George W. Jones and Hon. 
James Harlan. 


NOTIFICATION OF ORGANIZATION. 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Rep- 
resentatives that a quorum of the Senate has assembled, 
and that the Senate is ready to proceed to business. 


Mr. Wiri1am Cuttom, Clerk of the House of 
presentatives, soon afterwards appeared, and 
delivered the following message: 
Mr. Prestpent: I am directed by the House of Represent- 
Atives to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of 
presentatives have answered to their names, and are 
ready to proceed to business; also to inform the Senate 
that the House has appointed 2 committee to wait on the 
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SATURDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1856. 


President of the United States, and inform him of that fact. 
The committee on the part of the House consists of Messrs. 
Orr, CampBetrof Olio, and ZoLiicorrer. 


Mr. BRODHEAD offered the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 


| consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee, consisting of three members, 
be appointed to join such committee as may be appointed 
by the House of Representatives, to wait on the President 


of the United States, and inform him that a quorum of each. 


House has assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive 
any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed | 


Messrs. BropHeap, PueGnu, and Foster the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion of Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate | 


be twelve o’clock, m., until otherwise ordered. 
PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. s 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the joint committee 
appointed to wait on the President of the United 


| States, and notify him of the organization of the 
| two Houses, and their readiness to receive any 


communication he might be pleased to make, 
reported that they had performed the duty as- 
signed them, and received for answer that the 
President would communicate bis annual message 
to-morrow, at twelve o’clock. 


On motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, the Sen- 


| ate adjourned. 


| 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 1, 1856. 

Ix conformity with the Constitution of the 
United States, the third session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress convened to-day. At twelve 
o’clock, m., Hon. Narnanter P. Banks, Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, took the chair, 
and called the House to order. 

The roll of the Members was called over by 
States, and the following gentlemen answered to 
their names: 

MAINE. 
Samuel P. Benson, 
Israel Washburn, Jr., 
Thomas J. D. Fuller. 


John M. Wood, 
John J. Perry, 
Ebenezer Knowlton, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
James Pike, Aaron H. Cragin. 
Mason W. Tappan, 
VERMONT. 

Alvah Sabin. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
Nathaniel P. Banks, Jr., 
Chauncey L. Knapp, 
Alexander De Witt, 
Calvin C. Chaffee, 
Mark Trafton. 


Justin S. Morrill, 


Robert B. Hall, 
James Buflinton, 
Linus B. Comins, 
Anson Burlingame, 
Timothy Davis, 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Nathaniel B. Durfee, Benjamin B. Thurston. 


CONNECTICUT. 

Sidney Dean, 

William W. Welch. 

NEW YORK. 

Jonas A. Hughston, 
Orsamus B. Matteson, 
Henry Bennett, 
Andrew Z. McCarty, 
William A. Gilbert, © 
Amos P. Granger, 
Edwin B. Morgan, 
Andrew Oliver, 
John M. Parker, 
William H. Kelsey, 
John Williams, 
Benjamin Pringle, 
Thomas T. Flagler, 
Solomon G. Haven, 
Francis 8. Edwards. 


Ezra Clark, Jr., 
John Woodruff, 


William W. Valk, 
James 8S. T. Stranahan, 
Guy R. Pelton, 

John Kelly, 

Thomas R. Whitney, 
John Wheeler, 
Abram Wakeman, 
Bayard Clarke, 
Ambrose 8. Murray, 
Rufus H. King, 
Killian Miller, 
Russell Sage, 
Edward Dodd, 
George A. Simmons, 
Francis E. Spinner, 
Thomas R. Horton, 


: 
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NEW JERSEY. 
Isaiah D. Clawson, 
George R. Robbins, 
James Bishop, 


George Vail, 
Alex. C. M. Pennington, 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Thomas B. Florence, 
Job R. Tyson, 
William Millward, 
Jacob Broom, 
John Cadwalader, 
John Hickman, 
Samuel C. Bradshaw, 
J. Glancy Jones, 
Anthony E. Roberts, 
James H. Campbell, 
Henry M. Fuller, 
Asa Packer, 


Galusha A. Grow, 
John J. Pearce, 
Lemuel Todd, 
David F. Robison, 
John R. Edie, 
John Covode, 
Jonathan Knight, 
David Ritchie, 
Samuel A. Purviance, 
John Allison, 
David Barelay, 
John Dick. 


DELAWARE. 
Elisha D. Cullen. 


MARYLAND. 
Henry Winter Davis, 
Henry W. Hoffman, 
Thomas F. Bowie. 


VIRGINIA. 
Charles J. Faulkner, 
John Letcher, 
Zedekiah Kidwell, 
John 8. Carlile, 
Henry A. Edmundson, 
Fayette McMullin. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Robert T. Paine, Lawrence O’B. Branch 
Thomas Ruffin, Richard C. Puryear, 
Warren Winslow, Thomas L. Clingman. 


James A. Stewart, 
James B. Ricaud, 
J. Morrison Harris, 


John 8. Millson, 
John 8. Caskie, 
William O. Goode, 
Thomas 8. Bocock, 
Paulus Powell, 
William Smith, 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
John McQueen, Preston 8. Brooks, 
William Aiken, James L. Orr, 
Lawrence M. Keitt, William W. Boyce. 
GEORGIA. 
Howell Cobb, 


Nathaniel G. Foster, 
Alexander H. Stephens. 


Martin J. Crawford, 
Robert P. Trippe, 
Hiram Warner, 
John H. Lumpkin, 


ALABAMA. 
George 8. Houston, 


Williamson R. W. Cobb 
Sampson W. Harris. 


Percy Walker, 
Eli S. Shorter, 
James F. Dowdell, 
William R. Smith, 


MISSISSIPPI. 
William A. Lake, 
John A. Quitman. 


Daniel B. Wright, 
Hendley 8. Bennett, 
William Barksdale, 


LOUISIANA. 
John M. Sandidge. 


OHIO. 
Samuel Galloway, 
John Sherman, 
Philemon Bliss, 
William R. Sapp, 
Edward Ball, 
Charles J. Albright, 
Benjamin F. Leiter, 
Edward Wade, 
Joshua R. Giddings, 
John A. Bingham. 


Timothy C. Day, 
John Scott Harrison, 
Lewis D. Campbell, 
Matthias H. Nichols, 
Richard Mott, e 

J. Reece Emrie, 
Aaron Harlan, 
Benjamin Stanton, 
Cooper K. Watson, 
Oscar F. Moore, 
Valentine B. Horton, 


KENTUCKY. 


Humphrey Marshall, 
Leander M. Cox, 
Samuel F. Swope. 


Henry C. Burnett, 
Joha P. Campbell, 
Warmer L. Underwood, 
Joshua H. Jewett, 


TENNESSEE. 
George W. Jones, 
Felix K. Zollicoffer, 
Emerson Etheridge. 


William H. Sneed, 
Samuel A. Smith, 
John H. Savage, 
Charles Ready, 
INDIANA. 
Harvey D. Scott. 
Daniel Mace, 
Schuyler Colfax 
Samuel Brenton, 
John U. Pettit. 


Smith Miller, 
William H. English, 
William Cumback, 
David P. Holloway, 
Lucian Barbour, 
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ILLINOIS. 
Filihu B. Washburne, Thomas L. Harris, 
Jesse O. Norton, Samuel 8S. Marshall. > | 


James Knox, 
MISSOURI, 


Thomas ?. Akers 


John 5S. Phelps. 
' 


Luther M. Kennett, 
Gilchrist Porter, 
James J. Lindley, 
ARKANSAS. 
Alfred B. Greenwood. 
MICHIGAN. 
William A. Howard, David S. Walbridge, 
Henry Waldron, George W. Peck. 
PLORIDA. 
Augustus E. Maxwell. 
TEXAS. 
Lemuel D. Evans, P.H. Bell 
' TOWA. 
James Thorington. 
WISCONSIN. 
«Daniel Wells, Jr., Charles Billinghurst. 
Cadwalader C.Washburme, 
CALIFORNIA. 
James W. Denver 


MINNESOTA. 
Henry M. Rice. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Miguel A. Otero. 
WASHINGTON, 
J. Patton Anderson. 
NEBRASKA, 
Bird B. Chapman. 


NEW MEMBERS. 

Tlon. Groner T. Honces, member elect from 
the first congressional district of Vermont, in the 
lace of the Hon. James Meacuam, deceased; 
Ni wn. Mrscor R. H. Garwert, from the first 
adi of Virginia, in the place of the Hon. 
I HOMAS H. bay LY, de ee ased; and Hon. J AMES 
L. D. Morrtson, to filla vacancy in the eighth 
district of I)linois, severally app ared, and were 
qual ifi d by taking the oath of office to support 

he Constitution ot the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. I hold in my hand 
the credentials of Hon. James C. ALien, from 
the seventh congressional district of Illinois, who 
was ejected from his seat in this Hall by a some- 
what extraordinary vote, at the last session, but 
who is now returned, by three thousand majority | 
of his constituents, to be his own successor. I 
ask that he may be sworn in. 

Mr. Avven was then duly qualified by taking 
the oath to support the Constituuion of the United 


States, 


OREGON. 
Joseph Jane 
UTAH. 
Joun M. Bernhisel. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
Hiouse thata quorum of the Senate had assem- 
bled, and were ready to proceed to business. 

DELEGATE FROM KANSAS. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hold in my hand the cre- 
dentials of Joun W. Wuutrtriecp, elected as a 
Delegate from the Territory of Kansas to this 
session of Congress. Mr. Wuirriecp is present, 
and I desire that the oath of office be admin- 
istered to him. I will ask the Clerk, however, 
first to read the credentials. 

The credentials were read, as follows: 

United Slates of America, 
Territory of Kansas: 

This is to certify that John W. Whitfield was duly elected 
a Delegate to the second session of the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress of the United States from the Territory of Kansas, at 
an clection held on the first Monday of October, 1856. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my 

t , hand, and caused to be affixed the seal of the Ter- 
(v. 8] ritory 
Done at Lecompton, this 8th day of October, 1856. 
JOHN W. GEARY, | 
Governor Kansas Territory. 
By the Governor: 
Daniet Woopson, Secretary. 

Mr. GROW endeavored to obtain the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am only asking that the 
usual course be pursued in this case. I did not 


expect to meet with any objection, nor do | know 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Grow] who just rose from his seat, desires to 
object to administering the oath of office to the 
Delegate elect from the Territory of Kansas 

Mr. GROW. I rose for that purpose; but if | 
the gentleman from Missouri desires to make any || 


, not entitled to the floor? j I i 
I am merely responding to || appointed on the part of the House to wait upon 


| of the Delegate from the Territory of Kansas, 


| Kansas at the last session of Congress 
Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman yield to me? | 
I will if it does not come out of 
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remarks, I will not make that objection now. I | 


do object to the oath of office being administered 
to the gentleman claiming a seat as Delegate from 
Kansas; and unless the gentleman from Missouri 
claims the floor, | propose to state the reasons 
why I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 hope the gen- 
tleman from Missouri will withdraw his motion 
until a message be sent to the Senate, informing 
that body that a quorum of the House has assem- 
bled, and until a committee may be appointed to 
join a similar committee on the part of the Senate, 
to wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that a quorum of the two Houses 
have assembled, and are ready to receive any com- 
munication he may be pleased to make. ‘i this 
matter will evidently lead to discussion, I suggest | 
the propriety of that course. 

Mr. PHELPS. In reply to the request of the || 
gentleman from Ohio, I have to say that, if the | 
House sees fit to pursue an unusual course in its | 
organization at this session, itis not my fault. | 
We know that there was a vacancy in the rep- | 
resentation from the Territory of Kansas. The 
credentials of the Delegate elect from that Terri- 
tory have been presented and read to the House. | 
This entitles him, prima facie, to have the oath of 
office administered. ' 


Mr. GROW. 


} 

| 
| 

| 

| 


n | 
I desire to know whether I am || 


Mr. PHELPS. 





COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT, 
Mr. ORR. What I desire to propose is not 


| in reference to the case now under consideration, 


I think it proper on our part to reply to the mes- 
sage just received from the Senate; and that a 
committee be appointed on the part of the House 
to wait upon the President, in conjunction with 
such committee as may be appointed by the 
Senate, and inform him that both Houses of 
Congress have assembled, and are ready for any 
communication he may choose to make to them 

Mr. GROW. 1 desire to understand whether 
by yielding to the gentleman, I lose the floor? 

Mr. ORR. To avoid any such difficulty, if 
the gentleman will yield for that purpose, I will 
move that the further consideration of the pend- 
ing question be postponed for ten minutes. 

Mr. GROW. I have no objection to yield for 
that purpose. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 

one; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR. I move that a message be sent to 
the Senate informing that body that a quorum of 
the House of Representatives have answered to 
their names, and are prepared to enter upon the 
duties of the session, 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. ORR. I now move that a committee be 


the request of the gentleman from Ohio. At the || the President of the United States, in conjunction 


last session of Congress there was not only a 
contested election from the Territory of Kansas, 
but also from the ‘Territories of New Mexico and 
Nebraska. In each of those cases the gentleman | 





who held in his hands credentials signed by || 


the Governor of the Territory, and attested by 
the Secretary of the Territory, was received, and 
the oath of office administered to him without | 
objection. 

Mr. GROW. 
man. 

Mr. PHELPS. I did not intend to say that | 
there was no objection, but the objection was not 
insisted upon, and the Delegates were admitted | 
without any votes being taken. The oath of | 
office was administered to them; and in the case | 


I desire to correct the gentle- | 


notice was given of intention to contest his seat. 
The course which is now proposed to be pursued 
is an unprecedented one, and contrary to all 
principle which has prevailed in the organization 
of this House heretofore, with the exception of 
perhaps only one case, and that case was itself 
an exception to the rule. I refer to the well 
known New Jersey election case. 

1 do not propose to detain the House at this | 
time with a discussion of this question. The | 
remarks | have submitted have been made for the | 


purpose of showing the reasons why [ refuse to || 


accede to the request of the gentleman from Ohio. | 
The House were aware that this matter would | 
be brought up at this time; and if we proceed 
according to the usual practice in cases of this 
kind, we shall not delay the progress of that busi- 
ness which the gentleman from Ohio is desirous 
shall proceed now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri presents the credentials of the Delegate | 
elect from the Territory of Kansas, and asks 
that the oath of office be administered to him. 
Objection being made by the gentleman from 


Peansylvania, it becomes the duty of the Chair || 
| to submit the question to the House. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. As this is the 
short session, and there is much unfinished busi- 
ness lying over, I would suggest to the gentle- 


;man from Pennsylvania, whether it would not 


be better to allow this matter to pass, as it was 
allowed to pass at the last session of Congress, 
over to the Committee of Elections?” I do not 


| see that anything can be lost by the adoption of | 


such a course. 
Mr. GROW. I cannot accede to any such 
request. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. In making the suggestion 
[ have only discharged my duty. 
Mr. GROW. 
claimant, presented himself as the Delegate from 





Mr. GROW. 


my time. 


| ‘The SPEAKER. 


with the Senate committee, and inform him that 
| the Houses of Congress are ready to receive any 
| communication he may be pleased to make to 
| them. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as such 
| committee Messrs. Orr, Campspexy of Ohio, and 

ZOLLICOFFER. 

A message was subsequently received from 

the Senate, informing che Howse that the Senate 

ad appointed a committee to join a similar com- 
mittee appointed on the part of the House. 


THE DELEGATE FROM KANSAS—AGAIN. 


| Mr. GROW. I presume there will now be no 
objection to my proceeding immediately with the 
business just postponed. 
Mr. KEITT. I object. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I rise to a privileged 
question. I think it to be right and proper that 
| we should proceed with the business which has 
been postponed for ten minutes. If there be 
, objection to its resumption, I move that the 
| motion for postponing be reconsidered, and that 
the business, the consideration of which was 
postponed, be taken up and proceeded with. 

Mr. STANTON. I ask the reading of the 
resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, immediately after 
| the passage of this resolution, place in a box the name of 
| each Member and Delegate of the House of Represent- 

atives, written on a separate slip of paper; that he then 

proceed, in the presence of the House, to draw from said 

box, one at a time, the said slips; and as each is drawn 
| he shall arinounce the name of the Member or Delegate 
upon it, who shall choose his seat for the present session: 
Provided, hat betore said drawing shall commence, the 
Speaker shall cause every seat to be vacated, and to remain 
vacant until it is selected. 

Mr. COBB. My motion takes precedence of 
the resolution just read. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. KEITT. I made objection to the resump- 
tion of the Kansas case because the course sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
| so unusual that [ was unwilling to facilitate it if 

any way; but to accomplish the object sought by 
| the gentleman from Georgia, I will withdraw my 

objection. 


It cannot be done at this 
time. 

| Mr. STANTON. What will be the effect of 

| the motion to reconsider ? 

| The SPEAKER. The effect will be to bring 

_the matter postponed immediately before the 

| House. 


| Mr. STANTON. If the motion to reconsider 


Mr. Whitfield, the present || be agreed to, will my resolution come up whet 


the case of the Delegate from Kansas is disposed 
of? 


The SPEAKER. It will. 


The question was taken; and Mr. Coss’s} 
|, motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER stated the question to be, | 
Shall the oath of office be administered to Mr. | 
Wuirrie_p as Delegate from the Territory of | 
Kansas? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield the floor 
until the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. Sranron] is adopted and executed. 

Mr. GROW. 1 cannot yield for that pur- 
0se. j 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, on the certificate 
yresented I am opposed to the admission of Mr. 
\Whitfield to a seat as Delegate from the Terri- 
toryof Kansas. The gentleman from Missouri 
[ Mr. Pures] is entirely mistaken in supposing 
that this course of proceeding is unprecedented, 
and contrary to all principle which has prevailed 
in the organization of this House. The mere | 

resentation of credentials does not in all cases | 
entitle the holder to be sworn in as a member of 
this House. If the certificate of election shows 
upon its face that it is not in conformity with 
the requirements of the law upon which it is 
based, or if the law itself under which the elec- 
tion was held is upon its face in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States, or of any 
organic law of higher authority than itself, then | 
the certificate alone does not furnish such a prima 
facie case as would, under the usual proceedings 
of the House, admit a member to.a seat. 

In the case of Letcher vs. Moore, first session | 
of Twenty-Third Congress, while the roll was | 
being called by the Clerk,.and before the organ- 
ization of the House, Mr. Allan, of Kentucky, | 
objected to the oath of office being administered 
to Mr. Moore, one of his colleagues, though he 
held a certificate of election. After discussion 
the House proceeded to elect a Speaker and 
other officers without permitting either of these 
claimants to vote. ‘The case was finally disposed 
of by referring it back to the people for a new 
election, without the oath of office ever being 
administered to either of the claimants, though 
one of them held a certificate of election. 

In the celebrated New Jersey case, first ses- 
sion Twenty-Sixth Congress, five persons ap- 
peared at tfe bar of the House, claiming to rep- 
resent that State, with certificates bearing the 
“Broad Scal’”? of that Commonwealth. Yet | 
after two weeks’ discussion the House refused to | 
administer the oath of office, or to permit them | 
to vote in its organization, and finally rejected | 
those holding the certificates of election, and 
admitted their contestants to seats. 

It is not for the gentleman from Missouri, | 
{Mr. Puexps,] or myself, to reject the authority 
of this precedent, for it was made by the party 
with which both of us were then acting, nor 
would it come with good grace from those co- 
operating with that gentleman to-day. It is | 
unnecessary to consume time in citing other pre- | 
cedents, for these are amply sufficient, so far as | 
any precedent may be necessary to sustain my 
position in this case. But, sir, were there no | 
precedent for this course of proceeding, the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the case would of them- 
selves justify it. 

At the opening of the last session, the same 
application was made in behalf of this claimant | 
as now. I then objected to the oath of office | 
being administered, for the reason that, in my 
judgment, it was not such a prima facie case as 
to come within the usual practice of the House; 
but out of deference to the wishes of my friends, 
the whole House in fact, I did not press my 
objection for immediate action. We had been 
nine weeks electing a Speaker, and some weeks 
more would, of course, be consumed in dis- 
cussing the right of the claimant, which would 
for that length of time prevent the further organ- 
ization of the House, and thus delay all action 
on the other important business to come before 
it. But no such considerations for delay exist 
at this time, and we can as well dispose of this 
case now as at any subsequent day. It was 
adjudicated at the Jast session after a most | 
thorough investigation, after a fullerexamination | 
than was ever before given to a contested-election | 
case in the history of yourGovernment. A com- | 
mittee was sent by this House into Kansas to | 
investigate all the alleged frauds and irregular- | 

| 
| 








ities of the elections in that Territory. After 
eXamining, on oath and under cross-examination, 
over three hundred witnesses, belonging to all 
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sections and of various political sentiments— | 
taking copies of the official records of the Terri- 
tory, and comparing the poll-books and census* 
returns of each election district, they returned 
and reported to this House, that at the election 
of the members to the Territorial Assembly 
which passed the election law, upon which is 
based the certificate under which Mr. Whitfield 
now claims, every representative district but one 


| was controlled by armed men from Missouri; and 


that of the six thousand three hundred and seven 
votes polled in the Territory at that election but 
one thousand four hundred and ten were legal 
votes. By the census taken thirty days before 
this election, as required by the organic act, there 
were but two thousand nine hundred and five 
legal voters in the Territory. Thus was the 
legislative power of this people usurped by invad- 
ers from a neighboring State. This House, at | 
its last session, with all the facts of the Kansas | 
investigating committee before it, and after the 
fullest discussion, adopted this resolution: 

“ Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a | 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas.”’ 

This was the conclusion of the report of the | 
Committee of Elections, which declared 

*'That the alleged Territorial Legislature was an ille- 
gally-constituted body, and had no power to pass valid 
laws, and their enactments are therefore null and void.” 

**That the election under which the sitting Delegate, | 
John W. Whitfield, holds his seat, was not held in pursu- | 
ance of any valid law, and that it should be regarded only 


as the expression of the choice of those resident citizens | 
who voted for him.’’ 





So thé House decided that no valid election | 
had been held in Kansas. Why? Was it be- 
cause at the alleged election there was no con- 
testant? Was it because there were illegal votes 
cast, or was it because the Jaw under which the | 
election was held was an invalid law? The 
decision could have been upon no other ground. | 
The decision was, that the election was held | 
under a pretended law passed oy a usurping 
Legislature, and therefore invalid, which would, 
of course, vitiate any election under it. What 
change has taken place in the Territory of Kan- 
sas since then? Fler legislation stands to-day as 
it did on the day the House rejected this Dele- 
gate, six months ago. No new laws have been 
passed. ‘hough the application of this Delegate | 


did before. It is the same case over again, and | 
we need no precedent in deciding it. This House, | 
sitting as a judicial tribunal, has adjudicated the | 
case, and declared that no valid election could be 
held under the election laws of the Territorial | 
Legislature of Kansas. And why? Because the | 
Legislature was imposed upon that people by an | 
armed invasion from the State of Missouri; and | 
could, therefore, pass no valid law for the people | 
of Kansas. Mr. Whitfield’s seat was then con- | 
tested by Andrew H. Reeder; and our position 
was, that the people of a Territory had a right to 
be represented in this House; andif the majority | 
of the actual residents of a representative district | 
had chosen a Delegate, he ought to be admitted, | 
though the law of the Territory might be a nullity. | 
But the House in rejecting Mr. Reeder at the last | 
session decided otherwise. And the very same | 
tribunal that made that decision is called upon 
to-day to review it. In deciding election cases | 
this House sits as a judicial tribunal, and from | 
its decisions there can be no appeal; and a case | 
once adjudicated should be considered good law 
at least by itself. 
The fifth section of the first article of the Con- | 
stitution provides that ‘* each House shall be the | 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of | 
its own members;’’ and in order to judge of the | 
elections of its members it rust inquire, not only | 
into the purity of the ballot-box and the freedom | 
of exercising the elective franchise by the voter, | 
but also, as a necessary consequence, into the | 
validity of the laws under which the election was | 
held. Tojudge of the returns it must see whether 
the forms prescribed by the law have been ob- | 
served; and to judge of the qualifications of its 
members it is necessary to examine the provisions 
of the local law to see whether they are in con- | 
flict with the Constitution of the United States, 
which fixes the qualifications for members of | 
Congress. 
Now, sir, I propose to show that this Delegate 
does not present a prima facie case, so as to bring 
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| Sents a prima facie case, 
,;acase the certificate must be in the form pre- 


is renewed, it rests upon the same ground that it 
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it under the usual practice of the House, which 


is to swear in the member or Delegate who pre- 
In order to present such 


scribed by law, and the provisions of the law 
upon which it is based must not be in palpable 
violation of the Constitution of the United States 
If itis, there could be no valid election under it. 
The face of the law and the certificate is, there- 
fore, the record upon which in the first instance 
we are to act. 

Now, sir, without stopping to inquire into the 
validity of the Territorial Legislature of Kansas, 
or their authority to enact valid laws—though I 
deny that there is any validity in any act of that 
Territorial Assembly, because its powers were ~ 
never derived from the just consent of the gov- 
erned, and is, therefore, an absolute usurpation, 
void from the beginning—I propose to show. 
from the law itself, even though the Legislative 
Assembly had valid power to enact it, that the 
law upon its face is void, and that any election 
held under it is, therefore, a nullity. This House 
need not wait the report of the Committee of 
Elections, where the record shows such a state 
of facts. The bill passed by Congress organizing 
the Territory of Kansas, prescribed the qualifica- 
tion of voters in that Territory in the fifth section 
of that act, which reads: 


“That every free white male inhabitant above the age of 
twenty-one years who shall be an actual resident of said 
Territory, and shall possess the qualifications hereinafter 
prescribed, shall be entitled to vote at the first election, and 
shall be eligible to any office within the said ‘Territory ; but 
the qualifications of voters and of holding office, it all sub 
sequent elections, shall be such as shall be prescribed by 
the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That the right of suf: 
Sfrage and of holding office shall he exercised only by citizens 
of the United States, and those who shall have declared on 
oath their intention to become such, and shall have taken an 
oath to support the Constitution of the United States and 
the provisions of this act.’’ 


Now, the Territorial Legislature of Kansas 
cannot permit any person to vote in that Terri- 
tory who is excluded by that proviso. If they. 
have done so in the enactment of their election 
law it is an invalid law, and any election held 
under it would, consequently, be an invalid elec- 
tion. The eleventh section of the election law of 
the Territory of Kansas prescribes the qualifica- 
tion of voters. I read from the laws of Kansas, 
published by order of Congress, page 282: 


* Sec. ll. Every free white male citizen of the United 
States, and every free white male Indian who is made a 
citizen by treaty or otherwise, and over the age of twenty- 
one years, who shall be an inhabitant of this ‘Territory, and 
of the county or district in which he offers to vote, and shall 
have paid a territoria! tax, shall be a qualified elector for 
all elective offices; and all Indians who are inhabitants o 
this Territory, and who may have adopted the customs of t 
white man, and who are liable to pay tazes, shall be deemed 
citizens: Provided, That no soldier, seaman, or marine, in 
the regular Army or Navy of the United States, shall be 
entitled to vote by reason of being in service therein: And 
provided further, ‘That no person who shall have been con- 
victed of any violation of any provision of an act ot Con- 
gress entitled § An act respecting fugitives from justice, and 
persons escaping from the service of their masters,’ ap- 
proved February 12, 1793; or of an act to amend, and sup- 
plementary to said act, approved 18th of September, 1850, 
whether such conviction were by criminal proceeding or 
by civil action for the recovery of any penalty prescribed by 
either of said acts, in any courts of the United States, or of 
any State or Territory, of any offense deemed infamous, 
shall be entitled to vote at any election, or to hold any 
office in this Territory: 4nd provided further, That if any 
person offering to vote shall be challenged and required to 
take an oath or affirmation, to be administered by one of 
the judges of the election, that he will sustain the provi- 
sions of the above recited acts of Congress, and of the act 
entitled ‘An act to organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas,’ approved May 30, 1€54, and shall refuse to 
take such oath or affirmation, the vote of such person shall be . 
rejected. 

* Sec. 12. Every person possessing the qualification of a 
voter, as hereinbetore prescribed, and who shail have resided 
in this Territory thirty days prior to the election at which 
he may offer -himself as a candidate, shall be eligible as a 
Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, to either branch of the Legislative Assembly, and to 
all other offices in this Territory, not otherwise especially 
provided for: Provided, however, That each member of the 
Legislative Assembly, and every officer elected or appointed 
to office under the laws of this Territory, shall, in addition 
to the oath or affirmation specially provided to be taken by 
such officer, take an oath or affirmation to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the provisions of an act en- 
titled * An act respecting fugitives from justice, and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters,’ approved Feb- 
ruary 12, 1793, and of an act to amend, and supplementary 
to said last-mentioned act, approved September 18, 1850; 
and of an act entitled ‘ An act to organize the Territories 
of Nebraska and Kansas,’ approved May 30, 1854.”’ 


The provision in the organic act passed by 
Congress is, that no person shall vote in that 
Territory at the first or any subsequent elec- 
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tion, unless he is a citizen of the United States, 
or has declared his intention to become such. But 
the law of Kansas admits all Indians to vote who 
have adopted the habits of the white man. 

But it may be said, that the only effect of such 
a provision would be to exclude all such votes as 
illegal, and not to vitiate the election. The board 
of elections would be bound to admit them, be- 
cause, under the law of the Territory, they are 
legal votes. The election law of Kansas, there- 
fore, admits a class of voters who, by tlhe organic 
act passed by Congress, are prohibited from 
voting. While the law admits a class to vote 
who are prohibited by Congress, it excludes, by 
test oaths, a class which the organic act permits 
to vote, and to whom the Constitution of the 
United States guaranties the rights of franchise. 

This law is doubly void, then, because it per- 
mits a class to vote who are excluded by the 
organic law, and excludes a class who are enti- 
tled, upon every principle of a just and free 
Government, to vote in the Territory of Kansas. 
I need not repeat the provisions in reference to 
the test oaths, one of which disqualifies any 
man from voting if he refuses to swear to sup- 
port the fugitive slave law. 
not only violate the Constitution of the United 
States, but are subversive of every principle of 
just government, and trample in the dust the in- 
alienable rights of American freemen. Of what 
use is the elective franchise, if you can impose 
upon the voter, as a qualification to vote, an 
oath to support any particular law? 
does he go to the polls save to elect mento make, 
alter, amend, or repeal laws? And if, when he 
comes to vote, he must first swear to support 


These provisions , 


For what | 


the very law he wants changed, itis a mockery | 


to call it the right of suffrage. 

Thenineteenth section of this law, though it is 
not in conflict with the letter of the Constitution, 
violates every principle of fairness or justice in 
the exercise of franchise among fair and honest 
voters. It declares that ** whenever any person 
shall offer to vote he shall be presumed to be 
entitled to vote.’” ‘This provision requires the 

arty who would preserve the purity of the ballot- 
ox to prove a negative. ‘The opinion of the 
venerated Senator from Delaware, Mr. Clay- 
ton, describes truly the effect of this clause in a 
speech he made in the Senate during the extra 


session: ** There could be no justice in elections | 
with such a provision as that in the bill. The | 


burden of proof is on the wrong party, and 


therefore the law is clearly and manifestly unjust | 


and oppressive.’’ Under it every person un- 
known to the citizens of the election precinct 
could vote; and it would be entirely unnecessar 

for a foreigner to be naturalized, for, were he chal 


lenged, the viene must prove that he is not natu- | 


ralized, which would manifestly be impossible. 


3y section twenty, ‘* Whenever any person | 


offers to vote his vote may be challenged by one 
of the judges, or by any voter, and the judges of 
the election may examine him touching his right 


to vote; and if so examined, no evidence to contradict | 


shall be received.’’ Though the objector may hold il aoeeare 


| ** a disgrace to the age and the country.”’ 


in his hands the most ample evidence to prove the 
false voter’s perjury, yet his vote must be received. 

Weill might the Senator from Delaware ask, as 
he did in the Senate, in what part of the civilized 


world is an election conducted on this principle ? || 4 oe a 
I { , a slave State, where this kind of fonaticism, for 


| freedom and free territory, of which gentlemen 


The election law of Kansas, upon which this 
certificate is based, is, in addition to the reasons 
already given, unconstitutional, for it fixes in the 
twelfth section qualifications for a member of 
Congress differeut from those prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States. The quaiifi- 
cation fixed by the second section of article one 
of the Constitution is, that 


** No person shall be a Representative who'shall not have | 


attuined the age of twenty-five years, and bave been seven 
years a citizen of the United States, and who shall not, 
when elected, be an inhabitant of that State in which he 
shall be chosen.”’ 


It is not in the power of the States or Terri- 
tories to require other or additional qualifications 
than those specified in this article of the Consti- 
tution. 

In Barne 


vs. McCreery, first session Tenth | 


Congress, this was the only point involved in the | 


contest. By a law of Maryland Baltimore city 
and county was made one co 
entitled to two members; an 


ressional district, | 
the Jaw further |} 
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| of the United States, and put them side by side, 


| they show that the election itself was invalid, 


|| held. 


| we are asked to recognize after the recorded opin- 


| There are certain of the laws of Kansas that invade natural 
| rights.*’— Congressional Globe, extra session, Thirty-Fourth 


required that one should be a resident of the city || 
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the county. Barney, living in the city, contested || 
McCreery’s seat on the ground that both mem- | 
bers could not under the law of Maryland reside | 
in the county. The House decided by a vote of || 
89 to 18 that MeCreery was entitled to his seat, | 
and that the Constitution of the United States, || 
having fixed the qualifications of members, no || 
additional qualifications can rightfully be required 

by the State; thus setting aside a law of a sover- | 
eign State. The twelfth section of the clection law | 
of Kansas requires as a qualification for a Dele- 

gate that he shall possess the qualifications pre- | 
scribed for voters. Those qualifications are 
inhabitancy, payment of a territorial tax, and 
oath to support the fugitive-slave law, and never 


having been fined under the fugitive-slave act in || 


any court of any State or Territory. This law 
permits Indians who are not citizens to vote, but | 
prevents white men if they have ever been. con- 
victed of any violation of the fugitive-slave law, 
‘* whether such conviction were by criminal pro- 
ceeding or civil action for the recovery of any 
penalty prescribed by said act.’? Any person 
that has been at any time so convicted cannot 
vote in Kansas to-day, and is under her laws 
ineligible as a Representative in Congress. 

The Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Clayton,) 
whose bier has just passed to the church-yard, 
in speaking of this lawin the Senate Chamber, 
with almost his dying breath, said: 

**T denounce this as an unjust and cruel law against one 
section of the Union, and an insult to honorable men who 
differ totally with me on great questiogs of politics, and 
yet are as honest as | am, or any man of this floor.”” * * 

** T hold this injustice to be unexampled.”’ 

‘Sir, itis a thing unheard of in the history of the coun- 
try, that in the introduction of a Territory into the Union 
as a State, or in the formation of a territorial government, 
you should require men in the Territory to swear to sup- 
port your acts of Congress.”’ 


Take, then, the law of Kansas, the certificate 
of election of this Delegate, and the Constitution 


and they fail to make out a prima facia case; for 
there being no valid law under which it could be 


But, sir, in addition to the invalidity and uncon- 


stitutionality of the legislation of Kansas, there || 
is still another reason why this House should not 


| 
recognize it, for it would be giving support and 
countenance to a most odious despotism on Amer- | 
ican soil. Both branches of Congress, at its last 
session, refused to appropriate any money for its 
support, for the double reason that it was a usurp- 
ation and a despotism combined—a despotism that 


ions of its character, not only in the official acts of 
both branches of Congress, but also by such men 
as General Cass, Clayton, Bayard, Weller, and 
other Senators, who will not be regarded, I trust, 
as fanatics. General Cass, on the 2d of July last, 
said, on the floor of the Senate, ‘* There is no 
doubt that some of the statutes passed by the 
Legislature of Kansas are a disgrace to the age and 
I repeat the strong expression— 


I also refer to the opinion of Senator Bayard, 
of Delaware, and certainly he will not be charged 
with special fanaticism, coming, as he does, from 





affect to be so much afraid, does not prevail. I 
summon him to the stand, therefore, as a cool, 
dispassionate witness. In speaking of these laws 
he says: 


‘*There are certain of the laws of Kansas which are 
unquestionably, in themselves, shocking to the moral sense. 


Congress, p. 30. 


Speaking of these laws, Mr. Weller, of Cal- 
ifornia, used this language: 


** They are so infamous in their character that I am un- 
willing they should stand upon the statute-book of any of 
the Territories of this Union. I believe they violate not 
only the organic law, but the Constitution of the United 
States.’’ . * * * * * * * 

** The Senate regarded those acts passed by the Legisla- 
tive Council of Kansas Territory as not only unjust in their 
character, and oppressive upon the people, but in deroga- 
tion of the organic law, and in violation of the Constituuon 
of the United States. Some of these acts are revolting to 
every feeling of humanity.”* * * * ° ° 
i say, and I repeat, that such a Jaw is an infamous 
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and the other of the county. The two candidates 
| having the highest number of votes both lived in 
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And yet we are asked to recognize this infa. 
mous legislation which shocks the moral sense, 
and is a disgrace to the age, by admitting its 
chosen representative the same as if he came 
under valid and just law. 

It is the duty of Congress to see that the rights 
of a people under its exclusive jurisdiction are 
protected, and especially that all the guarantees 
of its own law are secured to those relying on its 
faith and authority; and if the Executive neglects 
his duty, as the present one has, the people have 
no other mode of redress than to appeal to you 
to shield thei against wrong perpetrated upon 
them by his negligence or acquiescence. And, 
sir, so far as my action is concerned, I never 
will uphold or countenance a despotism anywhere 
on American soil. Nor by any act of mine will 
I directly or indirectly give aid and support toa 


usurpation anywhere on the rights and liberties 
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of American freemen. 

Now, sir, [summon Mr. Clayton to the stand, 
who served the Republic in its high posts of 
honor through a long life, and, though dead, 


| still lives in the hearts of his countrymen. I read 
| from his almost dying declaration, uttered in the 


Council Chamber of the Republic. I call the 
attention of the House and the country to his 
declaration as to the character of the laws and 


| government in Kansas, which we are now called 


on to recognize by our action. At the last session 


| of Congress, when Mr. Whitfield was admitted to 


a seat as Delegate from the Territory of Kansas, 
the House had not been officially informed as to 


_ the character of the government of that Territory, 


or as to the mode and manner of its formation. 
It is true, we had what was considered, and as 


| it was finally proven to be, authentic information; 
| but gentlemen thought they were not justified in 
| the absence of official evidence in refusing to 
| allow the usual oath of office to be administered. 


But, now, with official information of the fraud 
and violence of the elections that secured the 
legislation, we are asked to recognize this gov- 
ernment, which has been thus characterized by 
some of the ablest men of the Republic. Mr. 
Clayton, in speaking of these laws, says: 

‘* Now, sir, let me allude to that subjecg which is the 
great cause of all this diseord between the two Houses. 
The unjust, iniquitous, oppressive, and infamous laws enacted 
by the Kansas Legislature, as it is called, ought to be 
repealed before we adjourn.”?— * ¢ * What are 
these laws? One of them sends a man to hard labor for not 
less than two years for daring to discuss the question 
whether slavery exists, or does not exist, in Kansas: not 
less than two years—it may be fifty; and if a man could 
live as old as Methuselah, it might be over nine hundred 
years. That act prohibits all freedom of discussion in Kan- 
sas on the great subjegt directly referred to the exclusive 
decision of the people in that Territory ; strikes down the 


| liberty of the press too; and is an act egregiously tyrannical 
|| as ever was attempted by any of the Stuarts, Tudors, or 


Plantagenets of Engiand, and this Senate persists in deciar- 
ing that we are not to repeal that! 

** Sir, let us tender to the House of Representatives the 
repeal of thatand all other objectionable and infamous laws 
that were passed by that Legislature. I include in this 
denunciation, without any hesitation, those acts which 
prescribe that a man shall not even practice law in the 
Territory unless he swears to support the fugitive slave 
law ; that he shall not vote at any election, or be a member 
of the Legislature, unless he swears to support the fugitive 
slave law; that he shall not hold any office of honor or 
trust there unless he swears to support the fugitive slave 
law ; and you may as well impose just such a test oath for 
any other and every other law.”’ * * * * * 
* | will not go throug : the whole catalogue of the oppress- 
ive laws of this Territory. I have done that before to-day. 
There are others as bad as these to which I have now 
referred.”” * * * id * “J will not, on the 
other hand, ever degrade myself by standing for an instant 
by those abominable and infamous laws which I denounced 
here this morning. What I desire now is, that the Senate 
of the United States shall wash its hands of all participation 
in these iniquities by repealing those laws.”’ 


Such was the almost dying declaration, in ref- 
erence to the laws of Kansas, of one of the ablest 
and purest statesmen of the Republic. Let us 
heed his admonition, and wash our hands of ail 
participation in these iniquities. 

What are the laws denounced in such strong 
terms by these veteran statesmen and Nestors of 
the Senate? The very election law under which 
this certificate is given is one of them, and the 
principal one, though there are other sections of 
this code included; the following among the 
number: 

“If any free person, by speaking or by writing, assert or 
maintain that persons have not the right to hold slaves in 
this Territory, or shall introduce into this Territory, print, 

blish, write, circulate. or cause to be introduced into this 

erritory, written, printed, published, or circulated in this 
Territory, any book, paper, pamphlet, magazine, or circtt- 
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not consummated. 
| In obedience to the proclamation of the Gov- | 
ernor of Kansas, a special election for Delegate 


| he has manifested for the African race, and by 
his ** shrieks for freedom.’’ But when he dis- 


alled acted on American soil, and recognized as valid 


3 and } blacker or deeper infamy than those laws en- 
“by the Executive of the Republic, and which we 

















et lic of or D te | covers a Territorial Legislature has by its legisla- 
ed to are now asked to recognize as giving to the people || to this Congress was held in that T erritory in || tion permitted Indians to vote, his sympathy for 
ngas of the Territory the rights guarantied by the || October last, at which election General Whitfield | the colored race ceases; for the Indian is not of 
aa tb Constitution of their country? In view Of these || was elected without opposition; and now the | sufficient ebon hue to warm up his sympathetic 
tory acts the London Times traly declares that the || gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Grow] rises | breast. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
lito. enormities of Naples and lustria are reproduced in || here, when the Delegate presents his certificate || makes the point, that Whitfield has been elected 
nd as the United States of America. _ : _ || of election, and claims that this question was || by the votes of persons not entitled to vote, either 
tion: Mr. Speaker, I have examined this election || adjudicated and decided by this House at the last || by the organic law or the act of the Territorial 
alin law somewhat in detail, citing the provisions || Session of Congress, and that General Whitfield || Legislature of Kansas, that is a matter for the 
1° to Ua Which exclude from voting a class entitled, upon |} is therefore not entitled toa seat inthis body, I | Committee of Elections to inquire into. He 
5 ey at every principle of justice and right, to the exercise, || deny the power of the House of Representatives | does not state that votes have been givens for 
fraud | under this Government, of the elective franchise. | to decide, in advance of an election, ‘* upon the General Whitfield w) persons not entitled to vote, . 
i the | J have referred to the provisions of that law || election, returns and qualification of its mem- |) but alleges that under the territorial laws votés 
gov- fy which violates the organic act passed by Con- | bers. But it is claimed that the laws under || may be cast by persons not authorized to vote by 
ed by ~§ gress, and subverts the dearest rights of freemen || which this election was held are unconstitutivnal, ;| the organic act, But to defeat General Whitfield’s 
Mr. geennr by the Constitution of the Republic. I || and there fore void; and, consequently, that no || election on this ground, it must be shown thatall 
' § ave read a description of the legislation enacted || right can accrue under them, and that no Delegate | the votes cast at that election were cast by per- 
is the [ame «10 the Territory of Kansas, as given by men who || can be clected in pursuance of the enactments of || sons not authorized to vote. Will this House, on 
fouses. | cannot be charged with partiality to my views, | the Territorial Legislature of Kansas. Now I de- || this vague conjecture, with noevidence in support 
nacted | or as holding fanatical opinions—men who pro- || sire to know the difference between giving a Dele- || of it, decide thatthe Delegate shall not be admit- 
, to be id claim from the Senate Chamber that these laws || gate a seat upon this floor by virtue of an uncon- | ted to his seat, when, Mr. Speaker, he has pre- 
= not % are infamous, oppressive, and unconstitutional. stitutional or void enactment, and giving a Dele- || sented to this House stronger evidence thaneither 
hee al Under such laws it is claimed that a Delegate, || gate a seat upon this floor in defiance of all law ?— || you or I have ever presented of our right to seats 
is: not | a coming with a certificate based on such enact- || for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, during the | inthis House? If itcan be shown that the claim- 
ncould | ments, presents such a prima facie case as entitles || last session, voted to give a seat upon this floor || ant was elected by those not entitled to the right 
“yc _® him to a seat upon this floor; and that, too, after || to a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas, who 1 of suffrage, I would oppose his admission to a 
chisive Congress has once adjudicated the case, and re- || did not claim to be elected in pursuance of any | seat upon this floor; but such evidence cannot be 
wn the fused him a seat. : | law, either of Congress or any other legislative || presented. 
annical Without trespassing longer upon the patience || body, but in defiance of all law. Where is the || The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made a 
pwnd " of the House, I leave this case with the single || difference? There was not a semblance of right; || speech which is, no doubt, a rehash of his efforts 
7 remark, that Congress being a judicial tribunal || and yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and || during the late presidential canvass. He asserts 
ves the when it sits upon an election case, its decisions || nearly every member of the party with which he | the invalidity of certain laws of the Territory 
us laws are conclusive upon itself on the same state of || acts, voted to give a seat to a Delegate under || of Kansas, and holds that they ought to be 
ae “3 facts. The facts have not changed since the last | such circumstances. || **wiped’’ from the statute-book. To support 
yin the [my Session. They are precisely the same as they || Mr. GROW. I will say to the gentleman that || his assertion, he quotes opinions of several Sen- 
e slave | were then, and the same tribunal is now asked || I stated in my remarks that the people of the || ators in the other branch of Congress, delivered 
oo > to overturn its decision; and to overturn it for || Territory were entitled to a Delegate whether | at the last session. If he honestly holds to this 
aabe te what? To recognize and give validity, so far | there was law or not, and that, if we could ascer- || opinion, why did not he and his party vote at’ 
e slave as can be done by our action, to an odious despot- || tain whom the majority wanted, he would be || the last session to take from the Speaker’s table 
oath for ism forced upon. an unwilling people by fraud | entitled to a seat here; but the House decided |’ a bill from the Senate for the repeal of those very 
yppress- and violence. e || otherwise. . soe || laws to which he refers? They refused to permit 
‘to-day. Mr. PHELPS. I did not expect, Mr. Speaker, || Mr. PHELPS. I am willing to take the gen- | that bill to be placed in a position where they 
ve now when I presented the credentials of the Delegate || tleman upon his own' position. His position is, || might be called on to vote for or against the 
on the elect from the Territory of Kansas, that a discus- || that the people of Kansas are entitled to a Dele- || repeal of those laws. It would be indeed a 
ceend sion would arise in reference to the laws enacted || gate upon this floor. 1 say they are. But who | strange decision for us to make, that because a 
Senate | by the ‘Territorial Legislature of Kansas. It may || contests the right of Whitfield here? Who else || particular clause or section of a law of Kanses 
cipation | be proper to consider that question at an oppor- || claims that he is elected to fill the vacancy? If || may be invalid or unconstitutional, therefore, to 
tune time, and when it shall properly be pre- || the gentleman is desirous to see the people of || declare null and void ali the laws of that Terri- 
in ref- sented. Then we can discuss the legality and || Kansas represented upon this floor, with what i tory. Does the gentleman pretend to say there 
: ablest validity of the laws enacted by the Kansas Le- || right and justice can he object to the-admission } was any opposition to Mr. Whitfield at the late 
Let us gislature. But that question does not arise in the || of General Whitfield? If General Whitfield has | election ? oes he assert that votes were cast for 
: of all case here eet The seat of the Delegate || not presented conclusive evidence of his right toa || any other candidate? Was there any contest at 
from the Territory of Kansas was, at the last || seat in this body, he has presented the prima facie | the late election ? 
strong session of Congress, declared vacant. That || evidence of that right—he has presented stronger|, Mr. GROW. Was there any contest at the 
tors of Territory has no Delegate on the floor—no voice || evidence than vither the gentleman from Penneyl- || previous election? A few votes only were cast 
which in Congress, if vania or myself, or any other member of this || for another person than Mr. Whitfield, but they 
nd the At the commencement of the last session of |} House have presented, as evidence of our re- || made no difference. 
‘ons of Congress, General Whitfield presented himself as | spective rights in this body. | Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman himself has 
ng the the Delegate duly elected by the people of Kan- | Who contests the right of General Whitfield || asserted, that if ten votes were cast for a candi- 
Sas, and was admitted to a seat in this House. | claiming that himself, or any one but General | date, and they were legal votes, no other per on 
assert or Governor Reeder presented his memorial,pro- || Whitfield, has been elected Delegate from that || being voted for, he would be elected and entitled 
Javes in testing against the right of General Whitfield to || Territory? Does the gentleman claim that, at || to a seat upon this floor. I am informed that no 
ry, print, & seat as the Delegate from Kansas, and claiming | any election held in that Territory since the va- || votes were cast for any other person than Mr, 
a that he himself was entitled to admission in this cancy occurred, the people of that Terrhery have || Whitfield at the late claigale eiection in Kansas 
siege House as the Delegate from that Territory. The || cast votes for any person except for General | The gentleman says that that Territory is entt- 
case was examined by the Committee of Elec- 





Whitfield for Delegate in Congress? It isa fact! tled to a representation in this House. If so, 
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why refuse admittance to the Delegate who comes 
here with the proper certificate, and without a con- 
testant? I ask thatthe oath be now administered 
to him. If there be a contest as to his right toa 
seat—if it is desired that there shall be a full ex- 
amination into the facts of the election, let the 








|| Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
| ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 


| dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 


|| Watson, Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—104. 


| 


whole matter, after the Delegate shall be admitted | 


to his seat, be referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. That committee can report the facts, and 
recommend such action as will be appropriate. 
7 oa ee 

The House can,then decide in such manner as 


justice demands; and | hope this, the usual | 


course, will be pursued. 


In the few remarks made by me on asking that | 


Mr. Whitfield be sworn, 1 did not assert that the 
course of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in 
this matier was unprecedented, but only that it 
was unusual. I cited the New Jersey case, and 


i 


stated there might be one other case of like pro- | 


cedure, but they are exceptions that prove the 
rule. In the New Jersey case the decision of the 


House would affect the political character of the | 
body, and it was proper that the matter should | 


be at once settled. In this ease there is no such 
characteristic. And I have no hesitancy in lay- 
ing down the rule by which I would be guided 
in all contested-election cases. When a member 
presents himself with a certificate of election 
from the proper authority, | am willing to have 
him sworn in, and to let the investigation of the 
case be undertaken by the Committee of Elec- 
tions. When that committee reports will be 
time enough for the decision of the House. This 
would be doing justice to all parties concerned. 
No other rule can be safely adopted. Any other 
would needlessly delay the proceedings of the 
House. 

If the course suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be adopted, this case may consume 
our time for days, perhaps the entire month, 
before any decision is arrived at. On the con- 
trary, if what I propose be carried out, although 
the oath is administered to Mr. Whitfield, the 
House will have complete control of the case, 
and, after the report from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, can decide the case as they please. 

I did not expect any discussion to-day on my 
presentation of Mr. Whitfield’s credentials. I 
anticipated the adoption of the course intimated 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. easel 
and that the oath of office would be administere 
to Mr. Whitfield without objection; but with the 
expression of an intention, as was done at the 
last session, to hereafter investigate the matter. 

[Mr. ORR here reported that the committee 
appointed to wait upon the President had dis- 
aed that duty; and that he had informed them 
that he would, to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m., 
send to the House a message in writing. ] 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be, 
** Shall Mr. Wurrrie.p be sworn in as Delegate 
from the Territory of Kansas ?”’ 

Mr. FLAGLER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 97, nays 104; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendiey S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawtord, Cullen, Denver, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, English, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 


Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, | 


Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Miiison, Moore, Morrison, 
Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Rutlin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Wilham Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 


wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, | 


Whitney, Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer—97. 


NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- | 


clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingburst, Bingham, 
Bi , Bliss, Brenton, Butiinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagier, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, r, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hesten, Inve, 
Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 


ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight,/ 


, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 

Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichois, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pike, le, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins Roberts, 
» Sabin, , Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 


! 





| So the House refused to allow Mr. Wuitriretp 


| to be sworn in. 
| Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. NORTON said that if he had been present | 


| when his name was called, he would have voted 
| in the negative. 

Mr. HARRISON said that if he had been 
present when his name was called, he would have 
voted in the affirmative. 


vote just taken. 


voted in the negative. 

Mr.GROW. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House ad- 
ourn. 

Mr.GROW. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
| decided in the negative—yeas 92, nays 107; as 
follows: 


YEAS —: Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
| Carlile, Caskie, Ciingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Crawford, Cullen, Denver, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, ‘Thomas 
J. b. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, 
Hoffinan, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshali. Samuel 8S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Millward, Montison, Orr, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruftin, Sandidge, Savage, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer—92. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De 
Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Ether- 
idge, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hollo- 
way, Thomas hk. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—107. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, 

Mr. FLORENCE moved that there be a call 
of the House, and demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 





The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LETCHER moved that the House ad- 
journ. 


The question was put; and, ona division, there 
were—ayes 94, noes 101. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Rurrin and 
| Perry were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
| reported—ayes 94, noes 101. 
| Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was decided in the negative—yeas 94, nays 108; 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 


Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 





wadell, eee, Evans, Faulkner, 


Flerence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, mas J. D. Fuller, 


Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas | 


L. Harris, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, G w. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
in, Humphrey Marshall, s 


Lake, Letcher, Lumpk amuel 8. 


Marshall 


Millson, Morrison, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps. Porter, Pow- | 
ell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Sandidge, 


Mr. PHELPS said that he voted in the nega- | 
| tive, for the purpose of moving to reconsider the | 


Mr. CUMBACK said that if he had been pres- | 
ent when his name was called, he would have | 


| 


| 


| 





| 





| 
| 


| 
W. Covb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, | 
Denver. 
Maxwell, MceMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, | 





| 
| 
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December 1, 


Savage, Shorter, Samue! A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Ty- 
son, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Watker, Warner, Wells, 
— Whitney, Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer— 


NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflinton, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Coltax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, English, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, ae Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—LO8. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the motion of 
Mr. FvLorence that there be a call of the House, 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeas and 








nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 93, nays 109; as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Denver, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. 
Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 
Tbomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, Mc- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, Orr, 
Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Walker, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer— 93. 

NAYS—Messts. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, 
Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagier, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, 
Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, =e 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Kil- 
lian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Mur- 
ray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Valk, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—109. 


So a call of the House was refused. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and upon that motion I demand 
tellers. b 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WALKER 
and ALLIson were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 89, noes 94. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 96, nays 103; as 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie Boyce, Branch, 
Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gar- 
nett, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Samuel 8. Msrshal!, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Sinith 
Miller, Millson, Millward, Morrison, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Ste- 

ens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 

Jaik, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, 
Winslow, and Zollicotfer—96. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brepton, Buffinton, Burlingame 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Baya 
Ciarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hai!, Harlan, 
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fee H ven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine \| Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, || Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Dowdell, 
~ rR. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, | Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thurston, ‘Trippe, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, 
ii, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, || Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wakeman,Walbridge, Waldron, || Thomas J. D. Puller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Sanipson 
a? Killian Miller, Moore, “Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, || Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Wheeler, | W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Vaicntine i. Morten, 
= Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, | Williams, and Winslow—144. Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Ketty, 
Bar porry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, NAYS—Messrs. Barbour, Barclay, Bingham, Buffinton, |) Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, MeWuttin, 
i Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, |, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Day, Dean, Dodd, || McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Morrison, Packer, Paine, 
me. Sinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- || Emrie, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hodges, Kelsey, || Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Rivers, 
vard ton, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- || King, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, Morgan, Mott, || Rufin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
ode dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, || Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Perry, Purviance, Sage, Sapp, || liam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
vit, , Watson, Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—103. |} Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Thorington, Todd, Tratton, | bles 4 ~ Tyson, Underwood, Warner, Wheeler, Wiiliains, 
oe ; - = s || Wade, Ellinu B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, Wood, and || and Winslow—74. 
ia So the House refused to adjourn. || Woodrutf—42. ; , NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Henry Ben 
" hl ; . . t, Benson, st, ’ N&, 
ton, Mr. ALLEN. I move that there be a call of | _ So the House determined that when it adjourns, | kes “Dalton, Doriigume Sones ar Camphat 
og the a NGS. Inj : ford | it adjaurn to meet at twelve o’clock to-morrow. | Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
fott, Mr.GIDDINGS. rise toa question of order. | The question then recurred on the motion jo || Cumback, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Duriee, Enirie, 
ree, It is that the motion fora call of the House is not || agiourn | Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hodges, 
a in order. | M M MULLIN. Iwithd th : t || Hollowdy, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Kuight, Knowlton, 
ee? “Tha, @PR r ae sas 1] 4Vir. IVECL aN. withdraw the motion to || Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill 
APP» The en Chair is of opinion that | anes |] Mott, Murray, Michols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pemy, 
a" the mo . : : sur i a 5 : || Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
_ Mr. PHELPS. I understand that, in the opin- || as ORR. I renew it, and hope it will be Sage, Sapp, Scott, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
son ion of the Chair, the motion is,in order; but, in | *5S°° ~ » ns || Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, Waibridze, Waldron, 
’ der to consume time, I take on appeal from the || Mr. BARKSDALE. I call for tellers. Cadwalader C, Wasbburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Watson, 
oraer a | ‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and |) Welch, Wood, and Woodruti—79. 
decision of the Chair, and upon that appeal, I : . 7 . 
1 of jomand the yeas and nays GarRNeTT were appointed. So the House refused to adjourn, 
cemané ) e - | ‘The question was put; and the tellers reported | Pending the call of tl 1 
use Mr. CLINGMAN. [hope the gentleman will _ ee . P ending She cau OF the rou, 
; . : > | —fiyes 88, noes 85. Mr. LAKE stated that Mr. Bocock had paired 
and withdraw his demand for the yeas and nays. i i a with Mr. I ; ac pe 
Mr. PHELPS. I will not do it, unless the || =, ° > . ° fd ye off with Mr. Rosison. 
House will adjourn. || The a and nays werg ordered. Mr. PHELPS. I call for the yeas and nays 
| de- The yeas and nays were not ordered. th oti ’ ee: Is it in order to move that || on the motion that there be a call of the House. 
oe a : os | th yuse take a recess? sire abse - > be o 
as I'he question was then taken; and the decision ouse take a recess: 1 desire that absent members may be brought 
of th Chair =n eetninal | TheSPEAKER. It is not. here. 
= : | ‘The question was taken on Mr.Orr’s motion;|, ‘TT 
Bell The aupeiies : ; | ue q hn was Mr. on; rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 
om : Fae esac — taken; and the House and it wie decided in the negative—yeas 82, nays || Mr. WHEELER. I move that the House do 
ell, cus ; , | 88; as follows: now adjourt 
. e | Jt rn. . 
n R. one chee eat I move that the House do || YEAS —Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, || Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the gentle- 
» Ed- ey now a JOUrR . || Hendley 8. Bennegt, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, man will withdraw that motion til vt - 
‘y M. ra Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for tellers. || Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, | : : ns . ~ Sener Oa 
a? Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jewett and || Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, whether there will bea call of the House. 
rene? ' PRINGLE were appointed || Cox, Crawtord, Cullen, Dowdell, Edmundson, Evans, Mr. WHEELER. I withdraw it. 
ely, i ae ka + || Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller Mr. JONES ‘ennessee mew it 
pking [7 I'he House was divided; and the tellers reported. | Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson “4 wien - oe nd i e es ok I renew it, Ido 
Mc- @ —ayes 89, noes 91. | W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hoffman, Houston, || "Of W8Dt to sit here all evening. 
Orr, Ff Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays. || Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Mr. KELLY. [| demand tellers. 
eel ie The yeas and nays were ordered | Kidwell, Lake, Leteher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Maxwell, Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Marrreson 
orter, & tAN ES y , : . | MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, || and Brancu were appointed 
mith, 14 Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If we adjourn, | packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, The H » was divid 1d; 1 tl He 
nder- when will we meet again? || Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Ruflin. Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, 1e Fiouse was divided; and the telicrs re- 
ney, ae The SPEAKER. The House will meet to- Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, orted—ayes 66, noes i 
\ re morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. * | Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trippe, Tyson, Under- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
rclay, 5 er : eos | wood, Walker, Warner, Wheeler, and Winslow—2®2. and nays 
serP> fe Mr. JONES. I believe the last order of the | NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, | | The tin d ; 1 
ames é House was to meet at ten o’clock. I now move | Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, ane yeas and nays were ort ered. ; E 
larke, "that the daily hour of meeting be twelve o’clock, || Bradshaw, Brenton, Bufiinton, Burlingame, James H. The question was taken; and it was decided in 
agin, til otherwise ordered > || Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, |) the nezative—vyeas 67, nays 77; as follows: 
Dean, until otherwise ordered. Comins, Covode, Cumback, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, | Saale ¥ : 
away, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- |, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Granger, | : ¥ vy oe Sa Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 
arian, nessee can submit a motion to adjourn until such | Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas | tendiey > Demme, I Willie I ranch, Broom, Cadwalader, 
om e } to- rrov s 1 e pleases || R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- C Sone Howell Cobb, Ww illiamson R. W » ( obh, ¢ ox, Crawe 
ee gg et yb med er E | sey, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, || ford, Cullen, Dowdell, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
> Kil- Mr. JONES. Then I move that when the Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott. Murray, Nichols, | ence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Mur- House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at twelve || Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, || @00de, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harri, ‘Thomas L. Har- 
Bel o'clock to-morrow || Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, ‘Sabin, || ', Haven, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
lance, 7 , : : : Sage. Sa Scott. Sherman. Spinner. Stantom. Stranaha | Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Me- 
Sa Mr. STANTON. I submit that the motion is || eee ee eon oe eee aon: tranahan, || Queen, Millson, Packer, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Porter 
app, : : ° Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, - Pons > 5b soe eens, Sree 
jahan, not in order, as that is now the standing rule of | Wakeman, Walbridze, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, || Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Rivers, Rufiny Sandidge, Sav- 
oom the House. | Watson, Welch, Wood, and Woodruff—8s. a sete dead, Recah, Glleen. es chee 
‘vVasn- r a 7 wh ~ a in: 8 | 5 ‘s cm +? “ed, Stew: ’ *. yson, e 
atson, Che SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that || So the House refused to adjourn. Warner, Wheeler, Williams, and Winslow—67. : 
such 1s not the standing rule of the House at this Pending the call of the roll, NAYS — Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Henry Ben- 
time, though it is usual to meet attwelve o'clock. | Mr. OLR stated that he had paired off for the |, nett, Benson, Dilinghurst, Binghans, ise, adshav 
ie do a JON ES. It a when the House | remainder of the day with Mr. Ouiver, of New |) Chatiee, Ezra Clark, Cleuaa, Colfax, Dossion, poe, : 
mand Crcers the meeting at t we hour. | York. | Cumback, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Duriee, Emrie, 
- Mr. LETCHER. Before the vote upon the | Mr, FOSTER stated that he had paired off || Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
motion to adjourn is taken, I desire to submit a | yw; a é |; Harlan, Hodges, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard 
aan orivileved a; It is th t when this House with Mr. ere? : | Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, Kit 
pate ee . a ; : cng Mr. LINDLEY stated that Mr. Kennerr had |} jian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
'§ ree —— es = to meet on Wednesday next, | paired off with Mr. Bisuop. | Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Roberts, 
at twelve 0 clock. ‘| Mr. McMULLIN stated that he had paired off || Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
me =6The SPEAKER. There can be but one ques- || w; Met ; Pm | Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Wade, Walbridge, 
7 : tion of the s ; t ending at the 4 | with Mr. McC arty for the remainder of the day. || Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. Wash- 
a € same nature pending same pe ae ent stated that he had paired off || burne, Watson, Weich, Wood, and Woodruff—77. 
e : ‘ 
was 7 . with Mr. Trarron. So the House refused to adjourn 
3; as Mr. ORR. It would be in order as an amend- Mr. MILLSON. I wish to make a remark in oe ae i J 
Th, ‘ : o | connection with notices of gentlemen having || Sed oe os cher be hed vaizel 
, Bell, rm SPEAKER, The motion to adjourn is a | = off for the remainder of this day. Some || F ith Mr BR r . ee 
ranch, a eged motion, which cannot be amended. || have voted against the motion to adjourn, and || . Mr. STEPHENS stated that he hed. aubed off 
[eo ag question was then taken; and itwasdecided | immediately gone away. Now I am not willing || itl 'M Daiiteneat. ef Chic. pa 
lenver, an De Sen ane ney Sage oy EERO: || to be punished in this way. ae SM ITH ok Lenin “stated that he had 
, Flor- YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Albright, Allen, Allison, 1 The SPEAKER. The question is not debat- a a off with Mr Cuns Aen 
r, Gar- Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, || able. A pair-off is not binding upon the House. — Sar ee eco ; 
on W. Benson, Billinghyyst, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, || a wiinenais tne the vichk 0b demand that ou Mr. ALLEN stated that Mr. Norron had 
puston, Bradshaw, Bran@A, Brenton, Brooks, Broom, Burlingame, \| is hall y adn thi Rt a y || paired off with Mr. Morrison. 
Kelly, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Car- || S¢2eman s ial vote when his name is called. Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Ifthe House adjourns 
mpkin, lile, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Clingman, Howell i] Mr. MILLSON. I move that there be a call eit aaeaiel oe am 
"smith cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, || of the House. on » Will not j us nat ae the frat 
Paine, ‘OX, Crawford, Cullen, Denver, De Witt, Dick, Dowdell, | ~ : . yusiness in order in the morning? 
Ready, Duriee, Edie, ‘Edmundson, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, || | Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I understand | “sh.. SPEAKER. It will. 
ae A, Flagler, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. || that some gentlemen on this side desire to go Mr. COBB. Then I hope the House will ad- 
d, Ste- — Coltoway, Goes Meade, Somiweed, Webere = | home to their dinners, and I therefore move that || journ , 
1, Vail, > J. Morrison Harris, Sampson arris, Thomas L. || the House do now adjourn. . 
liams, Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. } Mr. WADE. Id ee a alicia ‘aad P Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. [I move that 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, | ' . ws B yeas and nays. || when the House adi -day, it be to meet on 
Jew . ? >| when th 2use aqdjourns to ay, it tom 
r, Bar- ewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, || ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. | S 
’ Kenusts wee ae y ’ Lindies’ || : ‘ | Thursday next. 
ngham, : ss Kidwell, Knight, Knox, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, | The question was taken; and the motion was || The SPEAKER. The House has agreed toa 
ngame Mille an; Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith || decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 79; as ; ne re g 4 
Bayar ; er. Millson, Moore, Morrill, Morrison, Murray, Norton, || iinwa: motion, that when it adjourns to-day, it adjourn 
tovode, tr, Packer, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pettit Phelps, Pike, || !OHOWS: ' ‘to meet to-morrow, at twelve, m. 
» Witt, Porter, Powell, Pringle. Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Rieaud, | YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Mr. JONES, of Te aes I move to recon- 
y, Gid- Ritchie, ins, Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Sabin, San- | Beil, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, || , 44F- JUANES, OF Lennessee. fF move d j 
Harlan, didge, Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William |! Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Howell Cobb, || sider the vote by which the House agreed that 
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when it adjourns to-dey, it adjourn to meet to- | 


morrow, at twelve, m. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
sides, who have been most active in this matter, 
have gone away, and I therefore insist on the | 
motion that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB. 1 made the motion to adjourn in | 
good faith, and with no desire to consume time. | 

now withdraw it. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I move to lay upon 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by | 
which the House agreed that when it adjourns to- 
day, it adjourn to nieet to-morrow, at twelve, m. 

2 J +?” . 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. HAVEN, I have a personal request to 
make. 1 do not know whether it is in order. I 
dislike to leave the [louse without its permission, 
and I therefore ask to be excused from further 
attendance on the House for this day. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from New York is notin order at this ume, | 
It is competent to ask to be excused from voting 
on a question immediately before the House. 

Mr. JONES. Is it not competent to ask to be | 
excused from attendance for the rest of the day? 

The SPEAKER. It is not pending a motion 
that there be ascall of the House. The rules lay 
down the motions that may be made, and the | 
motion of the gentleman is not amongst them. 

The question was taken on Mr. Mitison’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 66, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Branch, Broom, Cadwalader, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Wil 
liamson Rh. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Day, De Witt, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Evans, aulkner, Flagier, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, | 
Rempson W. Llarris, Thomas 1. Harris, Haven, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stewart, Thorington, Todd, 
Tzippe, Tyson, Underwood, Walbridge, Warner, Watson, 
Wheeler, Williams, and Winslow—68. 

NAYS — Mesers. Allison, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Buflinton, Burlin- 
game, Burnett, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hodges, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Miller, Mor- 

an, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Parker, Perry, Pike, 
ringle, Parviance, Puryear, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Scott, 
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Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Wade, Waldron, || 


Cadwalader C. Washburne, Etlihu B. Washburne, Welch, 
Wood, and Weodrutl—62. 


So it was ordered that there be a call of the | 
House. 

The House then proceeded to execute its order. 
The roll was called; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Akers, Ball, Barbour, Barksdale, Bell, Bishop, | 
Bocock, Boyee, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, John P. Camp- | 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Bayard Clarke, 
Clingman, Cragin, Craize, Damrell, Davidson, Henry | 
Winter Davis, Jacob C. Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, 
Dickson, Dunn, Edie, Edwards, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Foster, Henry M, Fuller, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, | 
Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, ‘Thomas R. Horton, 
Hughston, Keitt, Kennett, King, Knox, Kunkel, Lindley, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
8S. Marshall, McCarty, MeMutlin, Moore, Morrison, Norton, | 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pearce, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Petiit, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rob- 
bits, Robison, Rust, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, William 
R. Smith, Stephens, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Tratton, Vail, | 
Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Israel Washburn, Watkins, | 
Wells, Whitney, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer. 


The SPEAKER ordered the doors of the Hall || 


to be closed. 


Mr. KNIGHT. I move that all further pro- | 


ceedings in the call be dispensed with. || 


Mr. HOUSTON. How many members an- 


swered to their names ? , 
The SPEAKER. One hundred and thirty- 


eight. 
he motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The names of the absentees were then called 
over for the purpose of receiving excuses, as 
follows: 

Tuomas P. Axers. 

Lucian Banpeoor. 


No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


opinions to the House which I do not deem per- 


ee 


| 


WriiaM BarkspDace. 
Mr. MILLSON. 


Gentlemen on both || be excused. 


assign my reasons for the motion. I understand 

that Mr. Barkspa.e, from the commencement | 
of this unfortunate controversy to the end—for it | 
isa controversy aboutanadjournment—has voted | 
to adjourn. Now, for one, I am unwilling to | 
vote to fine any member who left the House after 
having voted toadjourn. I must confess that the | 
controversy in which the House has been engaged | 
to-day is of momentous importance. The*ques- | 
tion is as to whether the Delegate from Kansas, | 
who is entitled to no vote in this House, shall be 
sworn in to-day, under the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Missouri, or to-morrow morning. | 
{Laughter.] It must be confessed that it is a | 
question of transcendant magnitude. [Cries of 
** Good !’* ** Good!’’] There are occasions when 


| patriotic sacrifices ought to be made by the Rep- | 


resentatives of the people. There are occasions | 
when it may be proper to expose the reputatign | 
of Congress to the ridicule of the people, and to | 
the derision of the public press; and perhaps, sir, | 
these sacrifices are justified when we reflect upon | 
the momentous, the stupendous question involved 
in determining whether we vote to-day or to- 
morrow upon the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have, during my service 


nature, and I have always attempted to prevent | 
them when I have acted with those who consti- | 
tuted the majority of the House. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I rise to a 
question of order. It is, that the gentleman from 
Virginia shall confine his remarks to the question 
of excusing Mr. BarkspDALe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman should confine his remarks to the question | 
of excusing Mr. BarkspALe. 

Mr. MILLSON. lam of that opinion myself. 
[Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The matter of the import- | 
ance or non-importance of the question is not 
under consideration. 

Mr. MILLSON. I assure the Speaker and 
the House that I am utterly incapable of offering 


\, here, known very many controversies of this 


tinent to the question before it; and it is because 
I consider that the propositions I am now pre- 
senting are germane to the motion | have made, 
and constitute reasons why the House should 
excuse those who have voted to adjourn the 
House, and terminate what I have almost been 
disposed to consider a disreputable strife, that I 
have presented them. I thought there was some 
weight due to the consideration that he performs 
a meritorious act who is willing to terminate a 
controversy such as I have described. It is for 
that reason that, while I will not vote to excuse 
a gentleman who has voted against an adjourn- 
ment, and then himself takes leave of the House, 
Iam yet willing to excuse those who have voted 
to adjourn, and, finding the House disposed to 
continue in session, have thought it necessary to 
leave. ‘These are the reasons why I vote to ex- 
cuse Mr. BarkspDate. 

Mr. STANTON. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia whether there is any prob- 
ability, if the House should adjourn now, that 
the same effort to postpone the decision of this 
question will not take place to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of opinion | 
that that question does not properly come within | 
the range of legitimate debate. 

The question was taken upon the motion of | 
Mr. Mirison, and Mr. BarkspaLe was not | 
excused. 

P. H. Bert. No excuse offered. 

James Bisnop. Nv excuse offered. 

Samvuet Brenton. No excuse offered. 

Preston S. Brooxs. No excuse offered. 

Henry C. Bernerr. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 move that Mr. Bur- | 
wert be excused. A young lady came in his | 
charge to this city on her way to Richmond, and 
he has gone to place her in charge of another | 
gentleman. 

The motion was agreed tu. 

Joun P. Campsett. No excuse offered. 

Lewis D. Campseit. No excuse offered. 





Joun S. Canute. No excuse offered. 


GLOBE. 


I move that Mr. Barkspate | 
I believe that, under the rules of | 
the House, the motion is debatable, and I will | 
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Samvext Carutuers. No excuse offered. 
Bayarp Ciarke. No excuse offered. 
Tuomas L. Cuineman. No excuse offered, 
Aaron H. Craciy. No excuse offered. 
Burton Craice. No excuse offered. 
Wiriiam 8S. DamRELL. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Mr. Damre tt is confined 
to his house in Massachusetts by sickness, and 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Tuomas G. Davipson. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. My colleague, Mr. Dayip- 
son, is, I suppose, in the city of New Orleans 
to take evidence in regard to the outrageous 
proceedings of certain wild Indians, who, pend- 
ing the late election there, ft is reported, were 
parading the streets under circumstances calcu- 
lated to excite alarm amongst its peaceable citi- 
zens, with the view, perhaps, of having all the 
facts reported to this House. He wants to see 
whether a recurrence of such outrages cannot be 
prevented by the General Government. [Laugh- 
ter.] Forthis reason I move that he be excused. 

r. GREENWOOD. I move that the sub- 
ject be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SanpipGe’s motion was disagreed to. 

Henry Winter Davis. No excuse offered 

Jacos C. Davis. No excuse offered. 

James W. Denver. No excuse offered. 

Samvet Dickson. 

Mr. SAGE. Mr. Dickson is confined to his 
house by sickness, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Georce G. Dunn. 

Mr. MACE. I understand that m 
is detained at home by illness, and 
he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Joun R. Epm. No excuse offered. 

Francis S. Epwarps. No excuse offered. 

Joun M. Evuiotr. No-excuse offered. 

Emerson Ernerwwce. Noexcuse offered. 

Gerorce Eustis. No excuse offered. 

Natuaniet G. Foster. No excuse offered. 

Henry M. Fuuter. No excuse offered. 

Aveustus Hatu. No excuse offered. 

J. Morrison Harris. Noexcuse offered. 

Joun Scorr Harrison. No excuse offered. 

Puiremon T. Hersertr. No excuse offered. 

Joun Hickman: 

Mr. COVODE. Mr. Hickman came here un- 
well, and during the day became so ill that I 
advised him to go home. I move that he be 
excused... 

The motion was agreed to. 

Henry W. Horrman. No excuse offered. 

Tuomas R. Horton. No excuse offered. 

Jonas A. Huenston. No excuse offered. 

Lawrence M. Keirr. No excuse offered. 

Luruer M. Kewnnerr. 

Mr. PORTER. My colleague left the House, 
having paired off in consequence of indisposi- 
tion. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Rurvus H. Kine. No excuse offered. 

James Knox. No excuse offered. 

Joun C. Kunxer. No excuse offered. 

James J. Linptey. No excuse offered. 

Daniet Mace. No excuse offered. 

ALExanDER K. Marsuatt. No excuse of- 
fered. 

Humpeurey Marsnatt. 

Samvuen S. Marswatt. 

Fayette McMouun. No excuse offered. 

Oscar F. Moore... No excuse offered. 

James L. D. Morrison. No excuse offered. 

Jesse O. Norton. No excuse offered. 

Anprew Ouiver. No excuse offered. 

Morpecati Ouiver. No excuse S6tfered. 

James L. Orr. No excuse offered. 

Roserr T. Pains. No excuse offered. 

Joun J. Pearce. No excuse offered. 

Guy R. Perron. No excuse offered. 

Avexanper C, M. Pennincton. No excuse 
offered. 

Joun U. Perrir. 

Epwin G. Reape. 

Cuaruies Reapy. 


colleague 
move tbat 


No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 


No excuse offered. 

No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 
James B. Ricaup. No excuse offered. 
Davin Ritcnte. No excuse offered. 
Georce R. Rossins. No excuse offered. 
Davin F. Rosison. No excuse offered. 
Avsert Rost. No excuse offered. 
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_ Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, 


” Janne L. Sewarp. No excuse offered. 


No excuse offered. 

Georee A. Simmons. No excuse offered. 

WituaM R. Smita. No excuse offered. 

AvexanperR H. Srerpuens. No excuse of- 

> ed. 

a F. Swore. No excuse offered. 
Ausert G. Tatporr. No excuse offered. 
Mites Tartor. No excuse offered. 

Mark Trarton. No excuse offered, 

George Vau. No excuse offered. 

Witutiam W. Vax. No excuse offered. 

Apram Wakeman. No excuse offered. 

IsrAEL WASHBURN. 

Mr. BENSON. I move that Mr. Wasusurn 
be excused. He came to his seat this morning 
sick, but was unable to remain in the Hall. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Atsert G. Warkins. No excuse offered. 

DanieL Weis. No excuse offered. 

Tuomas R, Wuitney. No excuse offered. 

James H. Woopwortn. No excuse offered. 

DanieLt B. Wrieut. No excuse offered. 

Joun V. Wrieur. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that my 
colleague be excused. He left the city of Mem- 
phis in season to reach here by this time, and 
why he is not here I am unable to say, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Feurx K. Zoitzuicorrer. No excuse offered. 

The list of the absentees having been called 
through, 

Mr. SNEED moved to postpone all other 
business for one hour, for the purpose of taking 
up the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] in reference to drawing 
for seats. 

The SPEAKER. Pending a call of the House, 
such a motion is not in order, except by general 
consent. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. Let us get through 
one thing at a time. 

Mr. SNEED. Then I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The House is in execution 
of a call of the House, and a motion to suspend 
the rules is not in order until after that is dis- 
yosed of. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I appeal to my friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Lerener] to withdraw his objec- 
tion. We are attempting now to inflict upon 
absent members some penalty for not being in 
their seats, and I do not know of a better one 
than to take their seats from them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. If we go into that arrange- 
ment shall we keep the doors locked ? 

Many MemBers. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will not withdraw the 
objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms bring in the absent members. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms was dispatched for the absentees. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move, 
while the Sergeant-at-Arms is bringing in absent 
members, that we who have been here all day 
have leave of absence long enough to get our 
dinners. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
general consent. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I object. 

Mr. JONES. Canpot a majority excuse them- 
selves? 

The SPEAKER. ‘fhe proceedings are set 
forth in the rules of the House, and the motion 
1s not in order if there is any objection. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and upon that motion I demand 
tellers. 

Mr. TODD. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_The question was then taken; and it was de- 
one in the negative—yeas 60, nays 73; as fol- 
ows: 


Joun SHERMAN. 


YEAS — Mesers. Aiken, Alen, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bowie, Branch, Broom, Cadwalader, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Houston, Jewett, George W’. 
Lake, Letcher, 


Lumpkin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Packer, Peck,: 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Thurston. Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Warner, 
Wheeler, Williams, and Winslow—60. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Ben- | 
| son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, 


Bradshaw 


Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chafite, 


Bzra Clark, 


| Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Davy, Dean, De Witt, 


| Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 


Smrie, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hodges, Holloway, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 


| ton, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Milter, Miltward, Morgan, | 
| Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Parker, Perry, Pike, 


Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 


| Scott, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 


Todd, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, Wood, and 
Woodruff—73. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Pending the call of the roll, the Sergeant-at- 


| Arms brought to the bar of the House the fol 


lowing members, as having been absent contrary 


| ta.the order of the House: Messrs. Smita of 
|Alabama, SHerman, Campsecu of Kentucky, 


nays. 


| have dined, and am now ready for the nig 





|MgMutuiiy, Cracin, Brenton, Reavy, Zoutt- 


correr, Rossins, Barkspare, and McCarry. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
bers brought in by the Sergeant-at-Arms be dis- 
charged from custody. 
Mr. SPINNER. I demand the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FLACLER. 1 move to amend the mo- 
tion by adding the words, ‘fon the payment of 
costs.’’ [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I have paired off with the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. eres I 

it’s 
work. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. Coss’s motion, as amended, was agreed 
to. 
Mr. PHELPS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HoLtoway 


I call for tellers on the 


and Sneep were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 63, noes 70. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. KNIGHT. I move that all further pro- 


| ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 


The motion was disagreed to. 
Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman from Ohio 


| will now move to take up his resolution, I will | 


not make objection. 
Mr.STANTON. I move, then, that the House 


| proceed to the consideration of the resolution 


offered by me this morning, in reference to draw- 


| ing for seats. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution can only be 


| taken up by unanimous consent. 


Mr. COX. I object. 
Mr. SPINNER. I take an appeal from the 


| decision of the Chair. 


Mr. NICHOLS. 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question immediately 
before the House concerns the right of a claimant 
to a seat upon this floor, and is a question of 
privilege. The Chair has decided that the pro- 
ceedings, pending that question, cannot be inter- 


I move to lay the appeal 








for seats. From this decision the gentleman from 
New York appeals. The gentleman from Ohio 
moves to lay the appeal on the table; and the 
question is, ‘* Shall the appeal lie upon the table ?”’ 
| Mr. NICHOLS. I withdraw the motion to lay 
| the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
|and nays. Let us see how many on the other 
_ side of the House will vote against the Chair’s 
| decision. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wooprourr, 

and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 

ported—ayes 110, noes 1; no quorum. 

Mr. PHELPS. As it appears that no quorum 
\is present, | move that the House do now ad- 
| journ. 
| Mr, BENSON demanded the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 


I renew it. 


I move that the mem- | 


rupted by a resdlution in reference to the drawing | 
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_The question wae then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 66, nays 78; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdate, Plendley 8. 

Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Cadwalader, Jobn P. 
Campbell, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 


| Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, 


Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, 
Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millvon, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter. Powell, Puryear, Quitman 
Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Swope, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, War- 
Villiams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer—66. 
NAYS—Messts. Allison, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buflinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, 
Flagler, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Halli, Harian, 
Hodges, Holloway, Valentine B, Horton, Howard, Kelsey, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Parker, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Bilihu 


* Washburne, Watson, Welch, Wood, and W oodruff— 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WELLS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Petron. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms again appeared, and 
brought to the bar of the House, as absentees, 
Messrs. Horton of New York, Sworr, Kine, 
Mace, We tts, Marsnatt of I}linois, Hucusron, 
Linney, and TrRaFron. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the gentlemen 
who are at the bar of the House be excused by 

aying the usual fees. 
fr. MACE. For myself I do no® feel dis- 
oe to pay a fee upon this occasion. (Laughter. | 
remained here until half past three o’clock, at 
which time every clever gentleman should be at 
his home for the purpose of getting a good dinner. 
Gentlemen stay around here; and, asa mere mat- 
ter of amusement, go out occasionally and take a 
horn, thereby placing themselves in a condition 
that they do not know exactly what they are 
driving at, and then send for peaceable and orderly 
members who are taking their dinners. [Laugh- 
ter.] Lam willing to be discharged without the 
payment of any fees whatever; but rather than 
pay the two dollars, | would much prefer that the 
gentleman who made the motion should amend it 
by substituting solitary confinement. | Laughter. } 

Mr. TRAFTON. I am sorry to find myself 
in this unhappy position. I remained in my 
seat until four o’clock, and then paired off with 
Mr. Caruive, and went home, took my dinner, 
and returned. No Sergeant-at-Arms came for 
me. I returned at my own option. If I had 
supposed | should be arrested, I should have 
stayed at home, and not come near the House; 
and I think it hardly fair to take advantage of a 
gentleman’s honest intentions, manifested as mine 
were in coming directly back to my duties after 
the demands of nature were satisfied, and make 
me pay a fine. I hope the House will either 
excuse me, or put me in confinement. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make an inquiry 
in reference to this matter. I desire to know of 
my two friends who have just now rendered their 
excuses, whether they voted to adjourn the 
House before they adjourited themselves ? or 
did they vote to keep us here who wanted to 
adjourn, and then go away leaving us here ? 

r. KING. I have only one word to say. 
So far as I am concerned,I am willing to pay 
the fine. I wish to say, however, that my 
reasons for leaving the House were such as 
would cause me to leave the House every day in 
the session, should those reasons occur again. 

Mr. STANTON. Perhaps I should say, in 
explanation of my motion, that I put it in the 
form I did, because the House had previously 
amended a simple motion to excuse by putting 
it into the shape of the one I have offered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I hope the members 
will be discharged on giving their pledge to vote 
hereafter for a motion to adjourn. { Laughter. } 

Mr. LINDLEY. Am I reported as having 
been arrested ? e 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. LINDLEY. Well, I am willing to pay 
the fees. I voted for the adjournment, and wished 
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purpose having failed, I left the House. While '| bers to be printed of some should therefore be | documents, but I take it for granted they are the in 1 
absent I was taken by the Sergeant-at-Arms, and || much more numerous than of others. Ordering | usual documents. Whether the same documents int 
am perfectly willing to pay the costs, which are | indiscriminately all public documents to be | will be found in this message as in that of lost do 
“err | printed in large numbers is of no benefit to the || year, I do not know, and no gentleman of the abl 
he question was taken on Mr. Sranton’s | country, but a serious detriment and inconve- || Senate Knows. Perhaps it would be proper to ma 
motion; and it was agreed to. |nience. I therefore suggest to the Senator so to — refer the motion to print extra numbers of the 7 
Mf. STANTON. It is time that we had de- | modify his proposition as to order the printing | accompanying documents to the Committee on pol 
termined what we shall do in the matter before | of fifteen thousand extra copies of the message,’ Printing. As a member of that committee, | cou 
us. For my part, I think there is no use in || and to refer the question of printing extra num- | should propose to include in the work everything col 
attempting to carry on the present difficulty any || bers of the accompanying documents to the Com- | connected with the history of the country, or of tra 
further, or to protract the deliberations of the | mittee on Printing, who can report in favor of || the least interest to it. the 
House in the present condition of affairs. I am i the printing of as many of them as may be re- |! Mr. ADAMS. My suggestion was that the of 
willing to agree to the adjournment, provided it quired. | resolution be so modified as simply to print the rig 
is the understanding that we shall have avote on |; Mr. MASON. I doubt very much whether || number proposed by the Senator from Alabama, nol 
the pending question to-morrow, on the meeting | agg 08 money could be better expended than | of the message and the usual number of the ac- suc 
of the House. || in diffusing, as far as practicable, information | companying documents, and that the proposition as 
= The SPEAKER. The question before the || amongst the people of the country of the condi- | to print extra numbers of the accompanying doc- d 
“a House is on the motion to lay upon the table'the tion of the country. Although it may be very || uments be referred to the Committee on Printing, by 
ti appeal from the decision of the Chair. There’}| probable that there are some of these documents || Mr. FITZPATRICK. I so understood the gre 
4 was no quorum on the last vote. A quorum is | of more interest than others to the great mass of | gentleman. rec 
4 now present. | the people, I should be averse to making any || Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have some ob- mm as 
$4 Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House do | discrimination. Those which are interesting | jections to the message which are wide of the bir 
; now adjourn. ‘ will be printed as largely as proposed, and those || details that have been suggested by the Senators ™ call 
The eas was divided; and there were—ayes | which are not interesting generally may yet be || who have addressed the Chair; and I do not know mee the 
71, noes 65. interesting to those into whose hands they may || that I can find a better opportunity to submit pet 
Mr. BENSON. I demand the and nays. | fall. ; i them to the Senate than the present. wil 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. || Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to mquirewhether | The message strikes me as a very extraordinary cid 
The question was taken; and it was decided in || the motion to print extra numbers does not go, i and unprecedented one. I have no doubt that the wa 
the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 75; as follows: ,| as a matter of course, to the Committee on Print- || President of the United States, in common with hay 
YEAS—Messrs. Akers, Alen, Ball, Barksdale, Hendley || 19g? | every citizen of the United States’, has the right to gol 
S. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not, || come before the Senate whenever he has anything & He 
ae Campbell, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. || under the rule, as this is a communication from || which he thfnks his duty or his interests require _ 
. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Cullen, Dowdell, Edmundson, | the Executive Department him t éhast the fs a and 
English, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, | Pt ae ean daes ong oo || fim to present ; but he must come as every other : 
Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas || Mr. FESSENDEN.- Then I would suggest || citizen does, by petition of memorial, unless he ¥ ‘a 
L. Harris, Haven, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. || to the mover to modify his resolution, for the | gets his authority under the third section of the F Un 
Gianey Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, | reason that there is a very large portion of the || second article of the Constitution,which provides ke me 
Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel 8. Marshall,McMullin, McQueen, lo nts that » entire! ‘less. It is per- |i tt ’ 5 cn 
Smith .dilleg Millson, Millward, Packer, Peck, Phelps, |; COCUMents that are entirely usciess. per’ || that og 

Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, Ruthin, || fectly well known that the matter can be reduced || — « fe shall from time to time give to the Congress inform- i har 
Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William || by the committee, and that the portion which is || ation of the state of the Union, and recommend to their to t 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, aanee Todd, aR ashes and value can be printed just as soon consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary say 
Wiktarue? Winslow: and Zollicoffer 2.76. heeler, Whitney; || as it would be if the motion should pass now. and expedient. =. ates ; a 
NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Ben- || The Committee on Printing had the subject | All the power and privilege which the President : oe 
son, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, |! under consideration at the last session, but owing || of the United States has to address communica- ; a 
Butkinton, Burlin aod ceenee SS. erga Seaton, Sows || to the condition in which we were in reference to | tions to this body, beyond every other citizen of tuti 
De Witt, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, || the public printing, it could not be very well dis- || the United States, must accrue to him, if he have they 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Hodges, ;|| posed of. Last year, on an examination, we || it, from that provision of the Constitution; and met 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, || found that at least one volume of the four might || he has no right to abuse the privilege which the E 
Knight, Knowlton, Leieer, Matteson, ws — || just as well be left out: the printing of that vol- || Constitution gives to him to make such commu- of t 
Penny Pike Priagie, Pervianes, Robbins, Seles. Sabin. | ume was an entirely useless expenditure of || nication to the Senate for the purpose of arraign- 7 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, || money. For instance, there are printed in the || ing any one portion of the citizens of the Union, aca 
‘Tappan, Thorington, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- |) public documents all bids made for contracts, 1 and parading before the country, by virtue of his the 
A gh Aiba — — a ag Washburne, Watson, specifications, and things of that sort, which are | constitutional prerogative, charges to which they me 
— = ene | of no value even as commuiicated to us, but ] are not disposed to. submit, and which, for one, anc 
So the House agreed to adjourn. || which under the rules adopted come necessarily || Lam not willing shall go to the country unchal- the 
Pending the call of the roll, | as an accompaniment to the President’s message. | lenged. anc 
The Sergeant-at-Arms again appeared, and || Any Senator, on looking over the volumes which || [look on the message of the President asa Sta 
brought to the bar of the House, as absentees, || we printed last year, can see that at least one | most unfortunate one. I have no desire to say SoG 
Messrs. Bart, Brooks, Keirr, and Wurrney. || volume may be saved without any detriment, for |; anything which shall be construed into a want of late 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that the || nobody reads the bids. They are of no conse- | courtesy, kindness, or respect for him. I mean thu 
above-named gentlemen be discharged from cus- || quence to any person. I admit the importance || all due courtesy, kindness, and respect. His my 
tody on payment of costs. || of the suggestion made by the Senator from Vir- i situation is certainly such as to appeal to the m js 
The motion was agreed to. | ginia, that documents of such immense import- || magnanimity rather than provoke the hostility of :: on 
Mr. TRAFTON stated that he had paired off || ance should be sent to the country as soon as || his opponeuts. If he had been content to sub- Be 
with Mr. Caruire. || possible; but all contained in them of great public || mit to it, and go out, as it seemed to be the wish 5 , 
Mr. KEITT stated that he had paired off with | interest will go through all the newspapers bafonn '| of his friends and foes that he should, without [a 
Mr. Wakeman. we can possibly get them out here. But no time || attempting to make such a charge as this against ~ 
a And then, at seven o’clock and ten minutes,.|| will be lost by a reference of the subject to the || his political opponents, I should certainly have pe 
n p. m., the House adjourned until to-morrow, at | committee. || been content. libe 
i. twelve o'clock, m. ‘| “Mr. FITZPATRICK. I sympathize some- But, sir, this message of the President is an act 
ie reese estenasns nanan ‘| what with the gentleman from Virginia. I recol- | arraignment of a vast majority of the people of a 
1 IN SENATE || lect the difficulty which my colleagte on the com- || eleven States of this Union of want of fidelity to "a 
\ . . : mittee suggests. It grew out of the fact that the || their constitutional obligations, and of hostility | 
Tvuespar, December 2, 1856. | message was sent to the Senate before the elec- 1 to the Union and Constitution of these States. T ee 
Hon. Joun P. Hare, of New Hampshire, and | tion of a printer, and before a committee was |! deny it totall . More than that; the President he 
' Hon. Asa Biees, of North Carolina, appeared in formed. I do not know but that the suggestion of the United States, by virtue of the privilege en 
y their seats to-day. of my honorable friend from Mississippi is an || conferred on him by the Constitution, charges tal 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. || ‘portant one, and oases A it would not be || upon the majority of the people of these States, 7 
: || amiss to refer to the Committee on Printing the || in the exercise of their constitutional prerogative | 
THE PRESIDENT S MESSAGE. | duty of saying what these documents, which are || of voting for whom they please, the high offense * 
Mr. Stoney Wessrer, Secretary of the Pres- || to go before the country as parts of its history, || of endeavoring to ‘usurp’’—this is his ver th: 
ident of the United States, appeared below the || should include. Certainly that portion of the || language—‘ the control of the Government of the e 
bar, and announced that he was charged by the || documents alluded to by the Senator from Maine || United States.’’ ‘ Usurp,”’ if lexicographers nel 
President of the United States with the present- | is ecg mgr” They are mere bids for con- || understand the meaning of the word, is ‘‘ to seize reb 
ation of his annual message. tracts to supply articles to the Government. I || by force without right.” [ have observed in the tion 
The message was read. It will be found in || do not know that it would delay the publication || history of the past few months no attempt in any te 

the Appendix. of the work to refer the matter to the Committee | section of the oer last and least of all in th 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I beg leave to offer || on Printing so far as relates to the accompanying || that section which the President arraigns, to _ 
the following order: documents. I am utterly averse, however, to || seize upon power in this Government except by js 
Ordered, That the message and accompanying documents || X¢luding anything which is connected with the || the regularconstitutional discharge of the people’s Sts 

be printed ; and that fifteen thousand additional copies be || history of the country, or which is to form a || obligations and duties as citizens going to the a 
printed for the use of the Senate. portion of that history. The matters to which || polls in the exercise of their elective franchise. re 
Mr. ADAMS. It is well known that some of || the gentleman from Maine alludes are certainly || Aggin, sir, I have not heard from asingle citizen of ye 
the accompanying documents are much more |! not important as connected with the history of || thuse States an intimation, that if they should fail ad 
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;» the canvass upon which they had entered and 
in which they were striving to secure a majority 
in the councils of this Government, they were to 
do anything else but submit quietly and peace- 
ably to the constitutionally expressed will of a 
majority. ‘ 

Then, I ask, by what right, moral, legal, or 
political, does the President of the United States 
come here, in the exercise of the prerogative 
conferred on him as the chief executive magis- 
trate of this country, and arraign a majority of 
the citizens of our native State—his and mine— 
of a purpose to usurp, to seize by force without 
right, the possession of this Government? [am 
yot willing, by any act or vote of mine, to let 
such a declaration as that pass with my sanction 
ay a member of this body. 

Avain, sir, under this grant of the Constitution 
by which he may from time to time give to Con- 
ress information of the state of the Union, and 
recommend to their consideration such measures || 
as he may judge expedient, he undertakes to set 
himself up as an arbiter, and to pronounce ex 
cathedraé upon what were the issues involved in 
the last presidential election, and to tell what the 
people have decided. I will tell him, to begin 
with, that there was one thing which they de- 
cided before they went into the contest, and that 
was, let who would be chosen, they would not 
have a second edition of him. That was a fore- 
gone conclusion before they went to the polls. 
He says: 

“They have asserted the constitutional equality of each 
and all of the States of the Union as States.” 

When the President says that the people of the 
United States have thus decided, if there is any 
meaning in his declaration it implies that there 
was a party arrayed against the majority who | 
have expressed this opinion, who were opposed 
to the equality of the States of this Union. He 
says: 

‘* They have affirmed the constitutional equality of each 
and all of the citizens of the United States as citizens, 
whatever their religion, wherever their birth, or their resi- 
dence; they have maintained the inviolability of the consti- 
tutional rights of the different sections of the Union; and 
they have proclaimed their devoted and unalterable attach- 
ment to the Union and to the Constitution.” 

How have they done it, sir? The declaration 
of the President is without meaning—it is without || 
sense, unless he intends to imply that the party 
against whom this majority have thus pronounced 
their decision, were actuated by different senti- 
ments, and that they did not entertain a devoted 
and unalterable attachment to the Union and to | 
the Constitution. When the President does this, | 
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and arraigns a majority of the people of eleven 
States of this Union, and-a very large majority 
too, as entertaining these views, and congratu- 
lates the country upon the issue which has been 
thus pronounced—I may be mistaken—but, in 
my humble judgment, he usurps what he has no 
right to do, by passing judgment upon his fellow- 
citizens who happen, by the result of this elec- 
tion, to be left in the minority. . 

There are some other portions of this message 
which are rather peculiar. The President says: 

“T confidently believe that the great body of those who 
inconsiderately took this fatal step are sincerely attached 


to the Constitution and the Union. They would, upon de- | 
liberation, shrink with unaffected horror from any conscious | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 


act of disunion or civil war. But they have entered into a 
path which leads nowhere unless it be to civil war and 
disunion, and which has no other possible outlet.” 

These are very highs charges, indeed. It is 
possible they may be true. Sut I contend that || 
the President has no right, coming here sustain- || 
ing the relations which he does to us in the exer- || 
cise of this constitutional prerogative, to under- || 





take, under pretense of giving to us information || 
of the state of the Union, to pronounce judgment | 
of treason against a majority of the people of | 
eleven States of the thirty-one which compose || 
this Union, «He says: 

‘In the progress of events we had reached that consum- 
mation which the voice of the people has now so pointedly | 
rebuked, of the attempt of a portion of the States, by asec- || 
ponte organization and movement, to usurp the control,’? || 





that was given to Mr. Buchanan any less sec- 
tional? Did it not include entirely, with the soli- 
tary exception of the State of Maryland, every || 
State of this Union whom the President would 


j 
| 
| 


., 
What does ‘‘ sectional’? mean? Was the vote | 
| 
' 


| the Supreme Court of the United States, whom 


| ion which Congress has nota right to make, in| 


| confess that, in my life and travels amongst all 
| the people with whom I have ever come in con- | 


| sides of all questions—I have never yet met the 


| not seen it. 


/some northern State—I do not know exactly 





except from this sectional organization? Did not 
every southern State, with the single exception 


of the State of Maryland, go in a solid body for | 
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one candidate? By what right, then, does the | 
President come here and claim that those who | 
went contrary in the North were sectional in view | 
of this fact, which he failsto rebuke? Sir, if that | 
be the criterion, the North were not so sectional | 
as the South; for while every southern State but | 
one went for one candidate, four or five of the || 
free States did not go for the northern candidate. 
If sectionalism is to be tried by that standard, the 
South, and not the North, is the section of coun- 
try which went into the late contest with a sec- | 
tional organization. 

| 





Again, sir, I know the President is a lawyer, | 
and a very respectable lawyer—at least he used 
to be in ourcountry; but he tells us, in this mes- | 
sage, quite a number of times, (and it is the first 
occasion when I ever heard it pronounced author- | 


| itatively,) thata provision prohibiting slavery in | 


the Territories is unconstitutional. It is repeated | 
I do not know how many times, that it is uncon- | 
stitutional for the Congress of the United States | 
to impose any restriction on the Territories in| 
relation to their domestic institutions. I do not) 
mean to argue that question at this time; I do not || 
mean to be drawn into it; [am prepared whenever 

a fitting occasion comes; but Fnaen to say this: 1 
if it be unconstitutional, it is not within that class || 
of cases which have been so pronounced by judi- | 
cial authority upon which anybody can base him- | 
self,and pronounce that it is a decided question. 

If I am not mistaken—I have not read the reports | 
for the purpose of looking to this matter now— | 


the President invokes, have decided exactly the 
other way in relation to the Territories, and have 
decided that it is within the constitutional powers 
of Congress to impose such a restriction upon 
Territories. When the President undertakes to 
represent the prohibition of slavery as a provis- 


reference to *‘the present or future inchoate 
States,’’ if he means by that phraseology to in- 
clude a present Territory, he misstates. Such 
are not the opinions—such are not the decisions, | 
as I understand them, of the Supreme Court of | 
the United States. Yet the President here under- | 
takes ex cathedra to tell us, in substance—for if | 
it means anything, it means what I have said— || 
that, ‘* in a long series of decisions, on the fullest || 
argument, and after the most deliberate consider- | 
ation, the Supreme Court of the United States || 
had finally determined this point in every form || 
under which the question could arise, whether | 
as affecting public or private rights.”’ 

Now, if the President means by this, simply, | 
that Congress have no right to interfere with the | 
domestic institutions of any State, I think he will | 
have great difficulty in finding an adversary. I 





tact—the most radical and the most ultra on all | 


fist man or woman who maintained that Congress 
had a right to interfere with slavery in any State | 
in this Union. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
Abolitionist.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I do not know—— 

Mr. EVANS. I saw it in that paper. 

Mr. HALE. Two southern gentlemen who 
sit near me say they have seen it. Then it isa 
southern doctrine, not a northern one. I have 


I saw it in the ‘** Radical | 


Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator will permit 
me to interrupt him for a moment, [ will tell him 
that I receive nearly every month regularly, from 





where—a work called the Radical Abolitionist. 

Mr. EVANS. It is printed in New -York. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is printed in some part | 
of the State of New York. I received one last 
week myself, taking the express ground that it is 
the duty of Congress to abolish slavery in the | 
States. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not deny that. I can 
only repeat what I have said. But let me say 
this: concede, for the sake of the argument, (as I 
am willing to concede everything that is true,) 
that there are some men in the North and some 
women who do entertain that doctrine. I have 
read, coming from a more responsible source than | 
the Radical Abolitionist, a paper in the South, | 
that slavery was the corner-stone of republican ] 
institutions ordained of God, and sanctified of 








in 


Christ; but I should never think of charging that 
on the people of the southern States as the ex- 
pression of their opinion; I should never think 
of charging it upon any party in that section, as 
the expression of their sentiments, es ecially if 
hey repudiated it. I do not eodetaks to say 
that there have not been the most extravagant 
propositions advanced. I know there have been 
very eXtravagant propositions maintained in this 
world. I know that it has been maintained b 
some sect of philosophers that there is no i 
thing as a world; that it is a fallacy; that, instead 
of being flesh and blood, we are only ideas of 
greater or less size, and that there is no such 
thing as anything solid in the world. But prac- 
tically I repeat the assertion, and I shall be 
borne out by every man who is cognizant of the 
state of public opinion in any northern State, that 
practically there is nobody there who contends 
that Congress has the power to abolish slaver 
in the States. There may be a few individuals 
making that paper their organ. I think it will 
be found that that paper is not an old one, for I 
have never seen it, though I have heard of it, It 
cannot have had more than a dozen issues. 

Mr. GEYER. It is in its second year. 

Mr. HALE. How often is it printed ? 

Mr. GEYER. Once a month. 

Mr. HALE. Then, perhaps, thirteen or four- 
teen copies of it have been published. Whether 
that be so or not, it is nothing at all to the argu- 








| ment as a justification of the President in charg- 


ing the organization which went into this cam- 
paign forthe purpose of electing Colonel Frémont, 
with entertaining these views. Sir, there is one 
thing to which all of us have a right in this coun- 
try. We have a right to have our views re- 
spected. We have aright to have accorded to 
us—I speak now in behalf of our sentiments—at 
least patriotic motives. This right is so far rec- 
ognized in this body that it is contrary to the 
rules of the Senate to assign to any member 
other than upright and patriotic motives. If it 
be a violation of the rules of this deliberative 
assembly, a violation of taste and of good order, 
for one member to get up and charge another 
member on this floor with improper motives, it 
certainly cannot be less objectionable, in a moral 
point of view, for the President of ithe United 
States to arraign whole sections, and set them all 
down as guilty of entertaining these atrocious 
motives. 

It is for these reasons that I desired to express 
my dissent against any vote which is to pay any 
peculiar compliment to this message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. I think there is one 
thing, however, in which the country will all 
agree; namely, that it is matter of congratulation 
that it is the last one. Upon that consideration, 
and so far as anything may be proposed with 
that view, I should be willing to go as far as 
anybody. But, sir, I am not willing—and | con- 
fess that I have felt constrained to take this posi- 
tion with some reluctance—to sit here, and hear 
myself, hear my State, hear the great mass of 
the free States that have spoken by such major- 
ities as States are not in the habit of speaking 
by, dealt with in this manner by the President 
of the United States. Sir, I can tell the Pres- 
ident, and I can tell you, that these people will 
not feel very highly complimented by the Pres- 
ident giving them the credit of good intentions— 
honest, well-meaning, but vastly mistaken. It 
is for him, in his superior wisdom, from his ele- 
vated position, to deal out this reproof to the 
people, and thén to mollify and modify it, coming 
from such a height, by telling them that, after 
all, they may have acted from good motives, but 
from mistaken policy. 

Mr. BROWN. I have po intention, sir, to 
reply to the Senator from New Hampshire; but 
in regard to the position which he takes, that 
there is no oné at the North who advocates the 
policy of attacking slavery in the States, I desire 
to see whether we understand each other alike. ° 
Last year, I received from a gentleman in New 
York, whose name, I think, is Lysander Spooner, 
quite a volume, making an elaborate argument to 

rove that this body and the other House of 
ongress had the right to abolish slavery in the 
States, and do it constitutionally. That volume, 
I dare say, was sent to other Senators. It was 
sent to me with a note from the author requesting 
me to review my constitutional opinions on that 
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stiibject, to read his book, and see whether I 
would not come to the same conclusions which 
heentertained. [understand him to be a leading | 
spirit of this northern party which is making 
war upon slavery. 

Then I recollect to have noticed in the New | 
York Tribune, a leading Republican paper, | 
during the last canvass, an appeal to the Garrison 
and Gerrit Smith school of northern politicians, 
a most earnest appeal to abandon their position 
and come over to the Frémont party, accom- 
panied by the declaration, that when the proper 
time came there would be no division of senti- 





1 





| 


| would not do it. 


ment among northern people as to the war ||! 


which they should make upon slavery in the 
States. I say that the Tribune published such 
an article during the last canvass; I do not now 
recollect the precise date of it; not anticipating 
this debate I have not the article with me. 

I recollect, too, that the distinguished Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,} before a north- 
ern audience, uttered this declaration—if I fail to 
quote his precise language he will correct me: 
**Slavery,’’ said he, addressing that audience," 
**ean and will be abolished, and you and I can 
and will do it.’"”. What did he mean by that 
language if he did not contemplate an attack on 
slavery in the States? The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Witson] has, in public speeches, 
uttered language quite as pointed. It either | 
meant nothing, or it meant to attack -slavery in | 
the States whenever this party should be strong 
enouch to attack it successfully. 

These are bold declarations, and come from 
high quarters. They are not the declarations of 
an obscure editor; they are not the declarations | 


of Gerrit Smith or William Lloyd Garrison, || 


whom we have been taught to regard as fanatical; 
but they are the declarations of Senators occupy- 
ing a high position here, an imposing position 
before the country, a most leading position in the 
late political canvass—the friends of John C. 
Frémont. Iask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he does not himself know that these 
declarations have been made? | ask the Senators 
from New York and Massachusetts if they have 
not made declarations like these? Mark you, I 
do not say that they mean a contemplated attack | 
on slavery in the States; but that they mean to 
overthrow it everywhere ‘ throughout all God’s 
heritage,’’ (to use the language of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts,) whenever they shall have | 
the power to do so. Unless the South be a part 
of the world outside of God’s heritage, when | 
this general language is employed, | ask if it does 
not apply to the southern States of the Union? 
Gentlemen declare that they are for making war | 
on slavery upon every foot of God’s heritage, 
and overthrowing iteverywhere. Do they not in 
that broad declaration include the southern States? 
{f I am right in this, the President of the United 
States, in his declaration quoted by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, has not exceeded his au- 
thority. Itis a part of ‘the state of the Union”’ 
to give warning of this contemplated attack on 
the property, on the peace, and domestic quiet 
of fifteen States of the Union. With these facts | 
before him, hc would have been grossly derelict 
to his duties to the Constitution and the people 
of this country if he had failed to raise his warn- 
ing voice. In my judgment he has not in this 
exceeded his authority by the one tenth part of 
a hair’s breadth. He has but fulfilled his duty; | 
and for it I return him not only the grateful | 
thanks of a Senator, but the still more grateful 
thanks of an American citizen. 
Mr. HALE. I do not wish to be misunder- 
stood in thé issue I made. The remark which I | 
made, and which I think is literally true, is that 
in my travels | had never met an individual who 


‘| is entirely wide of that 


| such thing. 
arraigns the State of New York, with her eighty 


| his own town in which he lived; he arraigns the 
'six New England States; he arraigns the State 


/moral, humane, and philanthropic principles 
| upon the hearts of those who own slaves, rather 





| isiana, for the office o 
| States. 


| here; nor shall I explain it; nor shall I defend it; 


| in the library of the Congress of the United States, 


advocated the doctrine that Congress had the | 


yower to abolish slavery in the States. 

Mr. BROWN. I do notspeak now of a ques- | 
tion of power, but I speak of what certain gen- | 
tlemen of the North contemplate in the future. | 
They do contemplate an attack in one mode or | 
another on slavery in the States. 

Mr. HALE. I think the very first anti- | 
slavery organization which ever met in this | 
Union taking a national form—the old anti- 
slavery society in which Mr. Garrison and some | 
others figured—expressly repudiated that idea in - 
one of their resolutions. 
before me. { 


I have not got them || 


| year 1848, at Clevelan 


Mr. RUSK. Do they do so now? 
Mr. HALE. I think they do, sir; and I was | 
going to say that I had heard one of the most | 
prominent anti-slavery men, who has been known | 


|| as such for years, in the State of Pennsylvania, || 


addressing an assembly during the late canvass, 
in speaking to this matter, use these words—I | 
thought they were very marked at the time— 
‘** Earnestly as I desire the abolition of slavery,’’ 
said he, ** I do not want Congress to interfere; I 
do not believe the power is in the Constitution; 
and if it were given me by God to put it in, I 
I would rather have slavery 
abolished by the operation of moral influences.”” 
That is what I believe to be the sentiment of the 
North. 

But the issue which I make with the President 
uestion, whether there 
be here or there a few individuals who desire any 
He arraigns the whole party; he 


thousand majority; he arraigns our native State— 


of Michigan, the State of Ohio, and all those 
States that have, by a majority, at this last elec- 
tion, éxpressed a preference for the selection of a 
man different from the one elected. He arraigns | 
them all as guilty of the charges to which I have 
referred; and itis entirely wide of the mark to 
argue whether there may have been here or there 
an extravagant person who may have uttered a 
contrary sentiment. 

Now, in regard to the remark made by the | 
Senator from Mississippi, I think it will be found, 
when the declarations to which he refers are 
canvassed—those who are here can speak for 
themselves; 1 have nothing to say for them; I 
know I have never heard any such declarations 
myself—that they looked to the influence of 





than upon any insurrectionary force amongst the 
slaves themselves. I believe that every such 
expression as that referred to by the Senator from 
Mississippi will be found, in its connection, to 
have that meaning. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have the | 
greatest respect and kindness for the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] and if 
any member of this body could draw me aside 
from my customary course here by an appeal, it 
would be that honorable Senator, whom I am 
happy to recognize always as a friend, however 
he mayegard me. ‘To what speech of mine the 
honorable Senator refers I do not precisely know. 
I suppose he refers toa speech which I made in the 

d. in the State of Ohio, in 
support of Zachary Taylor, a slaveholder of Lou- 
President of the United 
I shall not go backward to that time or 
to that occasion. I shall not recall that speech 





nor shall I say one word further about it, except | 
to declare that what I have to say on the subject 


of slavery, or any other subject, is not said in ». || 


corner, but it is said in public places; and that | 
speech, and every other one which I have ever 
made on that subject, or any kindred subject, or 
any other public question, so far as depended on 
me, has been gathered, collected, and will be found 





in three volumes octavo, published by Redfield, 
of the city of New York. [Laughter.] The | 
honorable Senator will find there exactly the head | 
and front of my offending in that particular | 
speech. 

Mr. President, I said I would not be drawn to | 
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depart from my ordinary course. Last year the 
same President of the United States who is now | 
the incumbent, sent to us a message which re- | 
flected censoriously on the people of the State to 
which I belonged, and the people of the State to 
which he belonged, and on the people of many 
others of the States of this Union. But in that | 
message there was weighty matter ee 
our foreign relations, concerning our financial | 


affairs, and concerning our Army and our Navy. | 


Speaking for myself, I mean here always not to 


| discuss political or partisan questions with the | 


j 


Senators of the United States around me, but to | 


consult and to decide with them upon grave ques- || 


' 


| 


tions of administration. Disinclined Jast year, 
in any way whatever, to advert to the senti- | 


| 
| 
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'| ments which the President expressed in that 


message, I thought so unjustly, I Jet them pass 
by until a time should come, if it must come, 
when the President’s political opinions expressed 
in that message bore upon a question of actual 
legislation before Congress. So, sir, for my part, 
I should have been content, and was desirous 
that there should be no debate here now, on the 
uestions which the President has, as I must 
think, unnecessarily raised in the message before 
us. 
The President, I think, has departed from a 


_ customary course which was well established b 


his predecessors; that was to confine the annual 
message of the Executive to legitimate matters 
of legislation which must necessarily occupy the 
attention of Congress, and leave partisan dis- 
putes, occurring among the people, to the con- 
sideration and reflection of the people themselves, 
This President of the United States was the first 
one, I think, to depart from that course in his 


| Inaugural Address; and, if I remember aright, he 


continued this departure in his first message and 
second message. He has been uncorrected, or 
rather unreformed in his erroneous course; he 
goes through to the end in the same course. I 
am willing, for my own part, that he, like all the 
rest of us, shall have his speech—shall assign his 
reasons and his vindication for his policy. I do 
not question his right; I do not dispute it. What- 
ever I have thought necessary to submit to any 
portion of my countrymen in regard to the can- 
vass which 1s past, has been submitted in the 
right time, in the right place, and I trust in the 
right — I am willing to allow the President 
of the United States the same opportunity which 
you and I and all others have enjoyed. 

Now, when he has closed with a final reply 
the political debates which began very soon after 
he came into office, I am willing that he shall 


| retire from his high trust, and go before the people 


and posterity with his own vindication. For 
myself, forgetting what is past, and pressing on- 
ward to what is future, commending the Presi- 
dent for whatever he has said that is patriotic, 
and raising no further question about what he 
has said that seems to me otherwise, and least of 
all expressing or manifesting the least sensibility 
for the people of the State that I represent under 
the censures which he has cast upon them for 
their conduct in the exercise of thir constitu- 
tional suffrage, I am willing to let the questions 
which he has raised remain in abeyance forever, 
so far as my action in these Halls is concerned, 
unless [ am necessarily brought to the discussion 
of them by some legislative act or measure here- 
after to be introduced “here; and so far as the 


country is concerned until the year 1860, when I 
| apprehend the same great 


uestions which have 
been passed upon now and imperfectly settled, 
will require at the hands of the President or his 
successor, or of those who shall then represent 
his opinions and principles, a vindication far 
fiore seasonable, somewhat better tempered, and 
fa: more conclusive than that which he has given 
in his message. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the constant 
and obstinate agitation of questions connected 
with the institution of slavery has brought, I 
am satisfied, the public mind, in those Btates 
where the institution prevails, to the conviction 
that the preservation of that institution rests with 
themselves and with thémselves only. There- 
fore, at this day, when it is the pleasure of Sen- 
ators again to bring that institution under review 
upon this floor, in any connection whatever, as 
one of the representatives of the South I take 
no further interest in the discussion, or in the 
opinion which is entertained at the North in re- 
Jation to it, than as it may confirm the hope that 
there is a public sefitiment at the North yet re- 
maining which unites with the South‘in the desire 
to perpetuate the Union and that, by the aid of 
that public sentiment at the North, the Union 
will be preserved. But further than that, as a 
statesman, ai + one representing a southern 
State where t _ :nstitution prevails more largely 
than in any uwer, the public sentiment of the 


North is a matter indifferent to me, because, I 
say again, we have attained the conviction that 
the safety of that institution will rest, must rest, 
and should rest, with the people of the States 
only where it prevails. 

I should have taken no part in this debate, but 
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that I am indisposed to allow any opinion to go | 
abroad that we of the South entertain a very | 
reat interest in the lines of discrimination or the | 








shades of distinction which may be drawn as to || 


the extent of the alleged power on the part of the 
Government of the United States to interfere | 
with the institution at all, in any form or shape, 
or to have it supposed that we take an interest in 
having it narrowed down to the question whether 
that interference, when it is exerted, is to be con- 
fined to the institution outside of the States, and 
js not to affect it within the States. I know, as 
has been said by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in the course of the last canvass, occasion- 
ally in public discussions, or in the newspapers, 
a disclaimer has been made of any parpore to | 
interfere with slavery in the States. know, as 
has been said by the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, that others at the North, perhaps a | 
few, and perhaps of those who may be styled 
the fanatical portion, have assumed a right or 
have declared that a right exists to interfere with 
the institution within the States. WhatI want 
to declare here in my place on this floor is, that 
to the South such distinctions are matters of im- 
material concern. If the Federal Government 
assumes a right, orif those should get into power 
who assume a right with a purpose to exercise it 
to interfere with that institution anywhere where 
jt exists within the» United States, it is a matter 
perfectly indifferent to us whether it is to be done 
within the States or outside of the States. I take 
not the slightest interest in the distinction which 
is sought to be drawn. 

Sir, I hold this to be the constitutional doctrine: 
the institution of slavery existed when the Con- 
stitution was formed; it is recognized there as an 
existing social institution. It is not only pro- 
tected by the duty imposed upon the Federal 
Government to see to the rendition of fugitives 
from it, but it is elevated into an element of 
political power by the Constitution; it is repre- 
sented and made an element of political power. 
That is the contract into which we entered. I 
say, then, that being so under the Constitution, 
and in the spirit and tone of the Constitution, we 
have a right to the just and legitimate expansion 
of the institution; and if there were a power in 
the Federal Government to restrict or limit that 
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concurring with the views now given in the mes- 
| sage, did unite with the South in keeping out of 
| power a party whose success must necessaril 
have torn this Union into fraements. Two mid- 
dle States, Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and 
two western States, Indiana and Illinois, repudi- 
ated, upon a direct issue in the canvass made, 
naked, uncoveréd, open, any power in the Fed- 
eral Government to interfere with the extension 
of slavery into territory the common property 
of all the States, by majorities which carried the 
| presidential election against that party. I trust 
there will be found on all future occasions, if we 
/are ever to undergo the ordeal from which we 


OBE. 
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Union, where this institution does not prevail, | slavery in the States, and advocates 
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|| but the people of the free States, the one aillion 
| three hundred thousand men who voted for John 


| have recently emerged, a northern sentiment | 
sound upon this question of constitutional power— 


| sound as we of the South esteem it, who, in 

union with the South, will have it in their power 
| for ages to come to perpetuate a Union that must 
| otherwise be destroyed. 


orable Senator says, as a matter of gratulation to 


I can well understand, therefore, why the hon- | 


| those who think with him, that this is the last | 


| message which is to emanate from its source. I 

should hope that the truths which emanate from 

| that paper will reach the northern mind, and that 

they will unite, in a common, patriotic interest 
and purpose, to come back to the Constitution 
which our fathers framed, and to which we are 
parties—to come back to that Constitution, and 
to administer it legitimately, and give to the South 
| what the South is entitled to, while the North 
and West obtain what they are entitled to. Or 
if it be that they really entertain an honest and 
conscientious conviction that they cannot remain 
in union with us, let them propose a separation 
fairly and openly; but while the contract is there, 
keep it. I hold the most essentifl part of that 
contract to the South, now falling into a minor- 
ity, to be, that it shall be kept toward the 
minority in honorable faith, and that every ele- 
ment of political power it guarantied to them 
| shall be fairly and honorably conceded. 

Now, | have said not one word of disre- 
spect, or of discourtesy, toward the party which 
| has been arrayed against the South if the late 
election. Ido not mean to do so; it would not 





expansion, it would be perfectly indifferent to us 
whether it should be exercised by prohibiting its 
expansion within the States where it exists, or 
outside their limits. 

It was guarantied to the States retaining it as 
an element of power, for which full equivalents 
were exacted and conceded; and its capacity for 
expansion, fully to be enjoyed, is a necessary 
part of the contract. 

I say again, therefore, for myself, and as far as 
I know the opinions of my people, we take no 
interest in northern opinion on this subject as to 
any lines of demarkation beyond which Federal 
power over this institution may not extend, ex- 
cept so far as respect and erairio the contract 
will lead them, in union with the South, to 
preserve and perpetuate the Constitution, which 
otherwise must be destroyed. It is only because 
of the earnest and anxious hope which I entertain, 
that a fabric of Government which has had no 
presecesnor in the world, which, if honestly and 
egitimately administered, would make us the 
greatest people that has ever yet existed, both in 
moral and physical power, should be preserved 
and perpetuated, that I have said thus much. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
felicitates himself that this is the last message 
which is to emanate from the present Executive, 
and therefore he is disposed to let it pass with 
less severity of comment. He may well felicitate 
himself; for, if I do not mistake humanity, the 
bold truths, the patriotic and manly tone of that 
message will pénetrate the northern heart, and 
cause it to throb with pulsations and purposes 
not exactly in unison with those of the Senator 
and the party with which he isacting. I do not 
doubt, and avail myself of the occasion to declare 
itas my judgment, that the sentiments and the 
reasoning of that message will find a responsive 
“‘yea’’ wherever, throughout the world, the 
great principles of civil liberty are known and 
appreciated. 

Sir, I am inspired with new hopes in the result 
of the late election to find that the northern mind 
in four of the most important States of the 


| become me. They constitute a part of the Amer- 
ican people, with whom we are in bonds of asso- 
ciation, and I have no right to question their 
motives. I do not question them; but I do ques- 
tion their political purposes. 


try and the world looking on, will pay a tribute 
0 

| message, and to the great principles which he 
has there propounded. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] has alluded to 
opinions which he says are entertained and have 
been expressed by me. I cannot allow this 
debate to pass without saying here what I have 
said everywhere whenever | have alluded to this 
question, that I do not entertain, and never have 
entertained, and never have expressed the opinion 
that the Congress of the United States has the 
power to abolish slavery in the States of this 

nion. I never, at any time, or on any occasion, 
have uttered a sentiment claiming power for the 
Federal Government to abolish slavery in the 
| States, or asserting that those with whom I act 
ever intended to assume or to exercise that power. 
| | admit that there are men in the free States of 
this Union who maintain that doctrine. The 
Senator from New Hampshire says he does not 
know such men: Ido. I know Mr. Spooner, to 
| whom the Senator from Mississippi has referred. 
| | know his opinions and his sentiments. I have 
| read his volume with some little care, and while 
'Tadmit it to be a work of great learning and 
| Power, I do not assent to it. There is a small 

class of men in the free States who agree with the 
| sentiments avowed in the book written by Mr. 
Spooner. Their candidate, in the last election,was 
r. Gerrit Smith, of New York. I do not know 








| how many votes he received, but I take it not two 
| thousand in all the free States of this Union. | 


| The monthly publication to which the Senator 
from Louisiana and others have referred, pub- 
| lished in New York--a publication supported 
jand conducted by Mr. ieonen, Mr. Goodell, 
| and others who agree with them—claims the right 
on the part of the Federal Government to abolish 


I say that, when | 
the passions of the day have subsided, this coun- | 


just applause to the eminent author of this | 





Cc. 


Frémont in the last presidential election, 


| maintain no such doctrine, never have maintained 





‘rations of 





| it, do not claim any such power, and never intend 


to usurp it. 

The party to which reference has been made 
in this message—for I take it this assault of 
the President of the United States is upon the 
Republican party, and the people who sup- 
ported that organization in the last election— 
stands before the country with its opinions clearly 
expressed and openly avowed. It has a right to 
claim from the President of the United States— 
it has aright to claim from honorable Senators 
here—it has a right to claim before the country 
that it shall stand upon its broad and open decla- 

rinciple. How does it stand? It 

accepts the Tieeteaien of Independence and the 
Constitution of the United States as its funda- 
mental creed of doctrine. It claims that Congress 
has a right to legislate for the Territories of the 
United States, and to exclude slavery from them. 
Itavo ws its determination to exercise that power. 
It has a right to ask of the President, and the 
country, that it shall be judged by its open and 
avowed declarations, and shall not be misrepre- 
sented, as it has been misrepresented in this 
document by the President of the United States. 
The declaration is broadly made here, not only 
that these men are sectionalists—not only that 
they have gotten up a sectional warfare, but that 
they are maintaining doctrines hostile to the 
of the Union. Now, sir, let me say 


ponesy 
| here to-day, that I do not know a man in the 


free States who supported John C. Frémont in 
the last presidential election, not one of the one 
million three hundred thousand intelligent free- 
men who supported that nomination, that ever 
avowed his intention to go fora dissolution of 
this Union; but at all times, on all occasions, in 


public and in private, they have avowed their 


| devotion to the Union, and their intention to 


maintain and defend it. 

Let me say further, that the men in this coun- 
try, who avow themselves to be disunignists, 
that squad which, during the last thirty years, 
on all fit and unfit occasions, in moments of ex- 
citement and moments of calm, have avowed 
themselves disunionists, have, as a body, enmasse, 
supported the Democratic party. The whole 
southern heavens have been darkened during the 
last four months by the black banners of disunion 
that have floated in the breeze. Public men, 
members of the Congress of the United States, 
who had sworn to support the Constitution of 
our common country, have made the declaration, 
that if John C. Frémont were elected President, 
the Union would be, and ought to be, dissolved. | 
The Senator frem Virginia has to-day expressed 
his hope that a class of men in the free States, in 
the future as in the present, will so act in codper- 
ation with the South as to preserve the policy 
which he supports, and thus preserve the unity 
of the States; | remember reading during the can- 
vassa letter from that honorable gentleman, in 
which there was a bold declaration for a dissolu- 
tion of the Union, immediate, absolute, and eter- 
nal, in certain contingencies. That is not all: 
the Senator from Georgia, not now present, HM: 
Toomss,] and the Senator from Louisiana, | Mr. 
S.iwec.,]| have united in these declarations; and 
leading men, Governors of States, have made the 
sameavowal. Themen whothreaten dissolution 
are supporters of this Administration, aud of Mr. 
Buchanan; but yet the Chief Magistrate in this 
documentarraigns the members of the Republican 
party as men whose policy tends to a dissolution 
of the Union. I say these charges against us 
are not only unjust, but they are a libel upon the 
intelligent freemen of the United States. 

{t has been claimed here to-day that the people 
of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Iilinois— 
central States—have voted in this election upon 
the square issue of the power to prohibit slavery 
in the Territories. Let me say here, what | know 
to be true, that in some portions of these very 
States public meetings were called of persons in 
favor of Buchanan, Breckinridge, and free Kan- 
sas. Ihave read these calls. I have in my pos- 
session one of them, which was issued in the 
State of Pennsylvania. There are others in the 
possession of members of this house orthe other. 
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Throughout the whole canvass in these very || ment in favor oft 


States the issue was blinked; and not only that, 
but it was claimed that those members of the 
House of Representatives who voted for Mr. 
Duwn’s bill were pro-slaver 
been elected to the next House of Representa- 
tives under professions of stronger hostility to 
slavery than those very Republican members. 
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he constitutional power of Con- '! other and more disingenuous school, who, deny. 


|| gress, not only to interfere with, but to abolish, || ing the constitutional power of Congress to inter. 
'| slavery in the southern States of the Union. The || fere with slavery in the States, yet makes 


Sir, the President claims, in this message, that | 


the country has pronounced its verdict in favor 
of his policy. 
Tt and distinctly made than at any other 
veriod in our history. 


It was made, but the | 


I admit that the issue was more | 


Jemocracy of the North in hundreds of localities | 


denied that issue, and tens of thousands of men 
voted for Mr. Buchanan who agree with us in 
principle, but who would notadmit that this great 
question was an issue in the canvass. I holdin 
my hand an extract from the Detroit Free Press, 
one of the leading Democratic journals of the 
country, in which the doctrine is distinctly laid 
down, that the President cannot justly claim the 
result of the present election as any justification 
of the policy he has pursued. Let me read a few 
words from this article. 
dent, it says: 

* Had General Pierce, at the outset, and at every succeed- 
ing step, discarded the idea of a second term, we think he 
would have pursued so different a policy touching New York 
oe pa the Kansas question, the improvement of rivers and 

arbors, §c., that he would go out of office with an almost 
universal plaudit of ‘well done,’ instead of having to go 
out ‘unhonored, unwept, and unsung’ by tens of thou- 
sands who aided his election. The overweening desire of a 
second term has been fatal tohim; and it seemed at one 
time that his blunders—to employ a term not more offens 
ive—might be fatal to the Democratic party. He must 
not—he will make a great mistake if he does—regard the 


election of Mr. Buchanan an indorsement of that part of 


the conduct of his Administration to which we more par- 
ticularly refer. Had that been the issue, or had General 


Speaking of the Presi- | 


1} 
| 


Pierce been the candidate. neither Pennsylvania, nor New | 


Jersey, nor Indiana, nor Illinois, nor Delaware, nor Ken- 
tucky, nor Tennessee, nor Missouri, nor Louisiana, could 
have been saved; and Mr. John Charles Frémont would 
have walked into the presidential mansion by an elect- 
oral majority nearly as large as that given to General 
Pierce four years ago. It is an unpleasant truth to tell, 
but it is a truth of which everybody in the North is aware, 


that the late peril of the Democratic party arose chiefly | 


from the untoward policy of the Administration regarding 
affairs in Kansas. Had Mr. Frémont been elected, the 
failure of General Pierce to do his plain duty towards 
Kansas would have been the cause of it.’’ 


Before the President makes this claim that the 
people have indorsed his policy it would be well 
for him to contemplate his own position. He 
went before the country as a candidate for the 
nomination at Cincinnati. He brought to bear, 
as ever 
nent o 
power and patronage of the Government to 
secure that nomination. 
went so far as to turn out of office men in this 
very city, because they were known to be in 
favor of Mr. Buchanan. 
went before the Cincinnati Convention. He 
dared not run him, because he was the exponent 
of the principles which they now claim has been 
sanctioned by the country. They nominated 
Mr. Buchanan. They dedecd the great issue in 


“thousands of localities in the free States; and 


now, when the people have been deceived, the 
President claims the result—the Senator from 
Virginia claims it, as a verdict in favor of his 
policy. The Senator from Virginia says the 
country will thank the President for what he has 
done. I think the President would have been 
more thankful to the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
if she had been so thankful to him at the Cincin- 
nati Convention as to give him her support, and 
thus decide the contestin favor of the nomina- 
tion which he sought with such *‘ overweening 
desire !”’ 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it is proper 
that 1 should say a word or two in response to 
the Senators who have spoken, and at this late 
hour of the day I mean to be very brief. The 
Senator frou New Hampshire commenced by 
saying that there were very few or no persons at 
the North who were in favor of interference with 
slavery in the States. I cited to him two instances 
where declarations had been made contrary to 
those which he uttered, by northern men. The 
Senator from Massachusetts now comes forward 
and indorses my declaration, that a Mr. Spooner, 


& man waaee there, has not only written, but 
,a 


publish 


man in the Senate, supporter or oppo- | 
this Administration, knows, the whole | 


The Administration | 


The President’s name | 





| 


_No mere simpleton could ever have drawn such |, interfere. 
| an argument. 


this promise repudiated at the time; and if for | 


| 


} 
j 
| 
| 


| 


| 
| 


} 
| 


| whole Republican party would go with them for 


“western States,) to a northern audience, that sla- 


| Senator did not say—what I am willing to say | argument after argument every day to the north. 
men; and men have |! 


myself—that the book is ingeniously written. | ern people to prove to them that they ought to 


Does not the Senator know that when 


If his premises were admitted, I | he has convinced the people that they ought to 


should say at once that it woujd be a herculean || have a will to do the thing they will find out q 


task to overturn his argument. 
1 am glad, in this connection, to hear the Sen- | 
ator from Massachusetts say distinctly that he || 
repudiates the book. I hope Lysander Spooner || 
and his followers will take note of that declara- | 
tion. But I hear ne response from any quarter | 
to my declaration, that the leading Frémont organ || 
in the State of New York appealed to the Garri- 1 
son and Fred Douglass school of northern poli- 
ticilans to come to Frémont’s support, under a 
promise that, when the proper time came, the 


attacking slavery in the States. Why was not 
party purpose it was not done then, why is it || 
not done now? Why do not gentlemen come 
forward? I appeal to the Senator from New | 
York, [Mr. Sewarp,} whose organ the Tribune 
is supposed to be, why he does not come forward 
and repudiate this proposed contract between his | 
party and the ultra Abolitionists in the North? 

et us know where gentlemen stand. 

I stated that the Senator from New York had 
said, upon a certain occasion, (which he now 
declares was in the canvass of 1848, in one of the 





very could and would be abolished, and said to 
the audience, ‘* You and I can and will do it;’’ | 
and I asked him to explain what he meant by | 


| 


trea banner. 





that language—whether he did not mean by 1t | 
that, when the proper time came, slavery was to 
be attacked in the States where itexists? I now | 
understand the Senator to decline answering that 
question. Perhaps, sir, it is prudent to be silent; | 
but I ask southern men—I ask the southern 
people, to take note of potent declarations like 
these coming from important quarters. When 
a gentleman occupying the position before the 
country and before the world that the Senator | 

| 





from New York occupies, says to a northern 
audience, ‘* Slavery can and will be abolished, 
and youand I can and will do it,’’ I see inita 
plain, and clear, and distinct declaration that sla- 
very in the State which I represent is, at the 
proper time, to be attacked. hen I call upon 
the Senator to explain what he means by this 
language, there being no explanation inconsistent 
with the obvious conclusion from the language, 
the Senator escapes by saying, ‘‘ I will make no 
explanation at all.’’ 

ir, if slavery is to be abolished by and through 
the influence of the northern people, is it not to 
be done without consultation with the southern 








| pores and against their will? Mark you, the 
was rejected by the Democratic party; for they || 


anguage was not, ‘‘ It will be done by you, the 
oe ae of the United States;’’ but it is to be done 
y your will—* you (the northern people, whom 
I am now addressing) and I will do it.” 
The Senator from Massachusetts very adroitly 


| says that he does not claim the power in Con- 


_gress to interfere with slaver 





, belon 
|i the 


in the States. 
Nor do Garrison and Fred Douglass. More 
manly than others, they say that the Constitu- 
tion is a contract with death and a covenant with 


hell, and like true men, deluded and misguided 


as they are, they come up in open warfare 
against the Constitution. Garrison will tell you 
that so long as the Constitution stands you can 
effect nothing. Therefore, says he, I make war 


/upon the Constitution. Other gentlemen, less 


candid, will say that they have no power under 
the Constitution to interfere with slavery in the 
States, and yet use language like this: *‘ Three 
and a half millions of bondmen groaning under 
nameless woes claim our aid for their deliver- 
ance,’’ and an appeal is made to the audience to 

rant that deliverance. Through what agency 

id the Senator from Massachiusetts propose to 
grant it? Does it matter to us whether you 
claim the power to interfere with slavery in the 
States, or whether you exercise the power without 
claiming it? It is of the essence of the matter 
I care not whether the Senator 

to the Garrison school, who declare that 
onstitution is a contract with death and a 


book to the country making an urgu- |! covenant with hell, or whether he belongs to that 





way todo it? Does he not know that if he once 
convinces them that it is a moral, social, and re. 
ligious duty to make war upon slavery in the 
States, they will find out the way to make that 
war? If he does not mean that they shall wage 
this war upon us, why is he constantly teaching 
them that they ought to make it? I tell the Sep- 
ator, and I tell the northern people, that when 
they come to wage war upon us, it makes no 
difference to us whether they claim to do it under 
the guarantees of the Constitution, or over the 
prostrate body of the Constitution. It is the 
making war upon our domestic peace to which 
we object; it is the making war on our property, 
our safety, and domestic quietude to which we 
object; and we care nought for the authority of 
the guarantees under which you make it. 
Gentlemen affect now not to know that any 
one in the North supported Frémont who was in 
favor of attacking slavery in the States. They 


| seem to ignore the whole idea that the Abolition 


party were purposely marshaled under the Re- 
Does not the Senator from 

assachusetts know that Garrison said, * If | 
had a million of votes, I would give them all to 
Frémont!’? Does not the Senator from New 
York know that, in the midst of the canvass, 
Fred Douglass, the free negro, took down the 
name of Gerrit Smith, and ran up the name of 
John C. Frémont. If he does not, I will impart 
to him the intelligence. Thatis true. Are these 
men not for attacking slavery in the States? Do 
they not edit important anti-slavery fournals, that 
inculcate the doctrine every day that slavery is 
to be assaulted in the States where it exists? 
Yet gentlemen pretend to say they are wholly 
ignorant of the fact that there is any purpose 
anywhere in the North to attack slavery in the 
States where it exists. 

Gentlemen say they have not declared that 
they were in favor of a dissolution of the Union. 
They say they are not in favor of it, but are 
opposed to it. Allow me to say that I judge, as 
most men do, the motives of others by their acts, 
and not by their declarations. If the conduct of 
any particular man leads him to any particular 
conclusion, and he be a rational being, I take it 
for granted that he means to arrive at that con- 
clusion. If gentlemen here pursue a line of pol- 
icy which can result, in the language of the 
President, in nothing else, which has no other 
outlet but in a disruption of the Union, knowing 
them as I do know them to be, men of intelli- 
gence, I take it for granted that that is what they 
mean. Can it be possible that the Senator from 
New York, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
and their associates here, have ever supposed 
that the southern people could submit quietly and 
tamely to have this Government organized into 
a machine, whose whole duty it should be to 
make war on their property and their domestic 
peace and quietude? How low, gentlemen, have 
we sunk in your estimation that you conceive it 
possible that we are to submit to aggressions like 
these? In the late canvass you have shown a dis- 
position to organize a northern sectional party on 
the avowed basis of hostility to slavery and the 
slave interests of this country, the object of 
which was to make war upon $2,000,000,000 
worth of southern property, and upon the peace 
and quiet of every southern family; and yet you 
say you did not mean to dissolve the Union! 
Therefore you supposed that whatever might be 
the weight which you put upon us, we should, 
like beasts of burden, bear it without murmur- 
ing! You miscalculate the quiet, aequiescent 
spirit of the southern people. ee 

There is noGovernment on God’s earth, within 
his civilized dominion, where one half the people, 
availing themselves of the powers of government, 
wage deliberate warfare =e the people and 
property of the other half. If Alexander, on his 
throne to-day, should undertake to make war 
upon the property and peace of one half of his 

ple, the attempt would cost him his throne in 
ews than three months. If the Emperor of the 
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French, consolidated in his power as he supposes | 


himself to be, should undertake to make war, | 


deliberate and calculating war, as you have un- 
dertaken to make upon us, on the peace and prop- 
erty of the poorest province which belongs to his 
crown, he would cause a revolution throughout 
all France and its dependencies in less than a 
qu wrterofa year. Why, sir, not even the savage 
tribes permit things like these. The Choctaw 
Government never allowed one part of its people 
to make war upon the property and peace of the 
other part. ¢ ) 
Government, inside of Christendom or outside of 
it, where a deliberate proposition has been enter- 
tained that one half the people, or one half the 
political power, should make war upon the other 
half. The world is indebted for an example of 
this sort to the late canvass in favor of John C. 
Frémont and Black Republicanism. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said that, 
during the late canvass, the whole South was 
blackened with the dark banner of disunion. Did 
the Senator visit the South? No. Butif he had, 
he would have found the whole southern people 
resolved to stand by the Union and the Consti- 
tution as long as the two could be maintained 
on the principles upon which they were based in 
the beginning of the Government; but he would 
have found the whole southern people equally 
united upon this great idea—that when you of 
the North, being stronger than we, organize, and 
take possession of the Government upon a posi- 
tion of hostility te our property and to our peace, 
then, by all the gods that reign, there shall be an 
end of the Government. Sir, the spirit of the 
southern people, though long-forbearing and 
patieat under cant, will never—never submit to 
aggression and outrage like that. If I believed 
that the northern people, under like circum- 
stances, were capable of submiSsion, I should 


despise them from the very bottom of my soul. | 


They are entitled to, and, so far as those whom I 


representare concerned, they will always receive, | 


their full share of justice under the Constitution. 


If any southern man, or any portion of the south- | 


ern people, shall ever propose, in the slightest 


possible degree, to interfere with the domestic | 


peace or the domestic property of the northern 
people, I guaranty that all those whom I repre- 
sent, in sentiment or otherwise, will rise as one 
man, and rebuke the attempt. 

The South never has attempted—the South 


never will attempt, in any manner, shape, or | 


form, to interfere with the domestic property or 


of the northern people;,and if any hair- | 


rained simpleton shall put forth such a proposi- 


tion, the whole united southern people will rise | 


up and repudiate him. All we ask is a like sup- 
port from the North. Let us alone in our domestic 
institutions; let us alone in our domestic peace 
and quietude; invade by no act of yours the 
security of our firesides; and we shall go on in 
that path which we have trodden from the 
foundation of the Government, through all time 
to come, hand to hand, shoulder to shoulder, in 
mutual support and mutual defense against ag- 
gression, from whatever quarter it may come. 
But the Senator from Massachusetts says, and 
he challenges denial, that in the late canvass in 
several parts of the Union banners were floated 
with ** Buchanan, Breckinfidge, and free Kan- 
sas,’’ displayed at the masthead. I know not 
what banners may have been reared, nor by what 
hands; but I undertake to say, that if any ban- 
ner was displayed throughout the whole length 
and breadth of this Confederacy, from the Aroos- 
took to the Rio Grande, or from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific, with such an inscription, it found no 
response in the heartof the American Democracy. 
hat mere neighborhood politicians should have 
put up such a banner is barely possible. Mark 
you, say, ‘* barely possible.’’ It is much more 
ikely they were put up by men in disguise—men 


like the fellow in Kentucky, of whom a personal | 
friend of mine in the other House told an anec- | 


dote. Being of low degree-and of bad habits him- 
self, he courted a most excellent girl. 


blade, he was asked by a friend why he courted 
this lady. His friend said to him, ** She has no 
money, and is not pretty; you certainly do not 
mean to marry her?’’ He replied, “I will marry 
her, but not for love, and not for money, but just 
to disgrace her family.’’ [Laughter.} That 


| 
| 


I undertake to say that there is no | 


| 
| 


| 





| 
1} 


| 


j 
| 





| President of the United States makes the promi- 


| Constitution, or that they do not wish to inter- 





the enemy, to disgrace the Democratic family, is 
possible; but that they were putup by ne man 


who has a true genuine Democratic Buchanan | 


and Breckinridge spirit in his heart, is not pos- 
sible. [t may have been done by men who voted 
the ticket, but they were men who belonged 
rather to the school of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts than that to which you, Mr. President, 
and | belong. 


1 beg pardon for having trespassed so long on 


the attention of the Senate. . 1} 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, if I sup- 
posed that this message was aimed simply at a 
few Abolitionists in the North, who wish, as itis 
said, to interfere with the existing institution of 
slavery, I certainly should not give it any of my 
attenuon. Not only the President, but Senators 
here, may abuse the Abolitionists as roundly as 
they please, and they will never find me defend- 
ing them on any occasion. But this document, 
emanating from the Chief Magistrate of the 
nation, here on the first days of the session, has 
thrust upon us the slavery question, the agitation 
of which the Senator from Virginia seems to 
deprecate. He speaks of Senators agitating this 
question. Could he expect otherwise than that | 
Senators would agitate the question which the 


nent and leading question of his message? Did 
he expect that we should sit still here when a 
message was read professing to give a historical 
account of the recent canvass and the recent | 
election, which misrepresented them totally? —I 

shall not go into an argument to prove here that | 
the great party which has swept the North, and I 

say bas swept the States which the gentleman has | 
designated as having sustained Mr. Buchanan, 
entertain no views hostile to the*Union or the 








fere with slavery in any of the States of this 
Union. They adopted a platform; they in- 
scribed upon it their principles; they published 
it to the world, and every man can read it. A | 
part of that platform is that the rights of the | 
States, the union of the States, and the Constitu- | 
tion of the country, must and shall be preserved. | 
‘That is our creed. Will you tell us that we want | 
to interfere with the rights of the States? You | 
impute to us that which we have solemnly de- 
clared we are opposed to. 

I think itis just such remarks as those to which 
we have now listened from the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, that are alienating one section of this 
Union from the other. He is arguing here to 
show that the northern sentiment wishes to in- 
terfere with the institutions of the South. Does 
the Senator desire that state of things? 
does he seek to fasten on us sentiments and opin- 
ions which we disclaim and disavow? He asks 
why we did not disavow this at the time in the 
North? 
everywhere, and on all occasions. 

But, sir, this message—and i shall not now 
take time to discuss its various positions—con- 
tains the most unwarranted assumptions as to 
fact, and it states conclusions of law not sus- 
tained by the authorities. 











She was || 
neither pretty nor rich; and being a dashing | 





| it to me from the library. Never 
said bythe Supreme Court—no such decision | 
|| can be found—that Congress had not authority | 
|| to exclude slavery from the Territories. 


souri compromise, the act of 1820, under which 
Missouri came into the Union, was obsolete and 
was unconstitutional. Where did he get the 

authority for saying so? The Supreme Court of 
| the United States has said,in so many words, that 

in regard to the Territories of the United States 
Congress possesses all the powers both of the 
Federal and State Governments as to a State 
That is the language of the Supreme Court of the 
| United States. Is it denied by anybody that the 
| Federal and State Governments together have 
authority to keep slavery out of a State? 

Mr. CASS. I should like to hear that decis- 

| ion read. I never saw it. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. It is in the first volume 
of Peters’s Reports. I desire the pages to bring 


as it been 





I have 
I do not know, 


| 


now the book for which I sent. 


Why | 


We did it at the outset; we did it | 


The President of the | 
United States undertakes to say that the Mis- | 
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bannerg of this sort ‘may | have been put up by from Michigan, and shall be very glad to have 


| him read it and ponder on it; I hope it will con- 
|| vinee him. 





| 





| 
| 


| however, that I shall be able to turn to the decis- | 


| ion atonce. Lask my friend from Connecticut 
Mr. Foster] to oblige me by looking for it. 


| 
| When it is found I shali furnish it to the Senator 





» 


Much of the President’s message is taken up 
with a discussion as to the equality of the States 
and the rights of the States. The Senator from 
New Hampshire has well exposed this portion 
of the message in commenting on that part of it 
which professes to set forth what was settled by 
the recent election. The President says: 

* The people of the United States have asserted the con- 


stitutional equality of each and all of the States of the 
Union as States.”’ 


Did anybody dispute it? The message pro- 
ceeds to say: 


* They have affirmed thé constitutional equality of each 


| and all of the citizens of the United States as citizens’ 


who ever disputed it? Was any such ques- 
tion in issue before the American people ? . 


— whatever their religion, wherever their birth, or their 
residence ; they have maintained the inviolability of the 
constitutional rights of the different sections of the Union ;”” 


—who proposed to interfere with them? 


| —*and they have proclaimed their devoted and unalter- 


able attachment to the Union and to the Constitution’ — 
I trust they have— 


“as objects of interest superior to all subjects of loeal or 
sectional controversy, as the safeguard of the rights of all 
as the spirit and the essence of the liberty, peace, and 
greatness of the Republic.”’ 

The President makes the same charge here, 
which is reiterated in the Senate, that 

* Under the shelter of this great liberty, and protected by 
the laws and usages of the Government they assailed, asso 
ciations have been formed in some of the States of indi- 
viduals who, pretending to seek only to prevent the spread 
of the institution of slavery into the present or future 
inchoate States of the Union, are really inflamed with 
desire to change the domestic institutions of existing 
States.” 

How did he find that out? Where is the 
evidence of it? Sir, I assert that, so far as | 
know, there is no foundation for the accusation. 
It is untrue. 

My friend from Connecticut has found the 
decision to which I made allusion. In the case 
of the American Insurance Company and others 
vs. Canter, Ist Peters, p. 546, the opinion of the 
Supreme Court was pronounced by Mr. Chief 
Justice Marshall. In that opinion is this sentence 
in regard to the Territories: ‘‘ In legislating for 
them, Congress exercises the combined powers 
of the Geheral and of a State Government.’’ I 
commend it and the whole case to the careful 
examination of my distinguished friend from 
Michigan. : 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will per- .— 
ceive that it asserts no power. It does not say 
how the Constitution limits their action. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It does not assert any 
power further than this: it says expressly that, as 
to a Territory, Congress exercises the combined 
powers of the General and of a State Govern- 
ment. If Congress has the combined powers of 
the General Government and of a State govern- 
ment, in regard to a Territory, I ask if it has not 
power sufficient to keep slavery out of a Terri- 
tory ? 

Mr. CASS. No; unless the Constitution gives 
it. The power that is exercised must be a power 
within the Constitution, or there is no authority 
for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us follow that up. 
There is no such escape for the distinguished 
Senator. There is no quibbling in this opinion 
about ‘* under the Constitution.’’ The declara- 
tion is broad and unqualified, that in regard toa 
Territory Congress exercises all the powers both 
of the General and of aState Government. Now, 
the Senator tells me that even that being so, you 
cannot under the Constitution prevent slavery. 
Will he deny the right of the State of Michigan 
to keep slavery out of her limits? According to 
the decision of Chief Justice Marshall, all the 
power which the State of Michigan has in regard 
to its own citizens is possessed by Congress in 
regard to the Territories of the United States; 
and if the State of Michigan can exclude sla- 
very from its borders, then, if the Supreme 
Court of the United States be any authority, 
Congress can exclude it from one of the national 


| Territories, because it possesses in a ‘Territory 


all the power which a State possesses over its 
inhabitants, and possesses also the power which 
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States. 
exercise this power unless the Constitution gives 
it, that is begging the question. The decision of 
the court, the language of the judge, is that 
Congress has the power. He could not say that 
if the Constitution did not give it. If the Con- 
stitution denied the power, how could the judge 
eay that Congress possessed it? He had the 
Constitution in view when writing this opinion. 
Sir, the doctrine now advanced is a new and a 
modern discovery. Cangress formerly possessed 
and exercised this power, and nobody doubted 
it. For the first fifty Years of the Government 
the power was undisputed, It isa new discovery 
that Congress does not n possess it. 


jut, sir, let me resume the consideration of |) 


the message. The President tells us that ‘it | 
wwas imputed’’ that the measure of which he is) 
speaking, the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 


‘Soriginated in the conception of extending the |) 


limits of slave labor beyond those previously as- | 
signed to it; and that such was its natural as well | 


as intended effect; and these baseless assumptions | 


were made in the northern States the ground of | 
unceasing assault upon constitutional right.’’ | 
Here the President informs us that the charge 
made against those who repealed the Missouri | 
compromise, that it was intended or conceived 


with the purpose of extending the limits of sla- , 


very beyond those previously assigned to it, was 
a baseless assumption. 

Now what does the Senator from Virginia tell 
us? He says that under the Constitution the 
South has a right to a legitimate expansion of 
slavery, and it is the right to expand the institu- 
tion upon which he insists. When we charge | 
that the design was to extend slavery into the 
free Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, the | 
President says it is a baseless assumption. The | 
Senator from Virginia informs us that he insists | 
on the right to the expansion of slavery. Who 
is right? He tcls us further that the people in 
four of the northern States united in keeping out | 
of power that party which would have severed 
the Union into fragments. How would they | 
have severed it into fragments, I should like to | 
know? Did they propose to dissolve it? Did 
they propose to encroach on the rights of the 
States? They declared that the rights of the 
States should be preserved. How were they 
going to dissolve the Union? Was it in any 
other way than this: it has been stated here, 
to-day, in the Senate, that if Colonel Frémont 
were elected the Union must be and ought to be 
dissolved! Because a particular man is elected 
President of the United States, is that any reason 
for dissolving the Union? 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. What I said was this: that if 
that party came into power avowing the purposes 
which they did avow, it would necessarily result 
in a dissolution of the Union, whether they de- 
sired it or not. It was utterly immaterial who 
was their President; he might have been a man 
of straw; I alluded to the purposes of the party. 
What I said in the letter to which one of the Sen- 
ators has alluded, and what I said substantially 
in the remarks which I have made in this debate, 
was merely, that if the party came into power 
avowing the purposes which they avowed, and 
prepared to execute them, it would necessarily 
result in a dissolution of the Union, and then, so | 
far as the South was concerned, it should be imme- 
diate and eternal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to examine that 
position. It is this—I will endeavor to state it 
in the language of the Senator—that if the Re- 
publican party came into power with the princi- 
ples which they avowed, it would necessarily 
result in the dissolution of the Union, and that, 
so far as he and the South were concerned, it 
should be immediate and eternal. Now what 
principles did we avow? Is there any one hos- 
tile to the South? 
upon this subject about which we are now speak- 
ing, except those avowed by Thomas Jalleween 
himselt, by Washington, and by Monroe. 
any cause for a dissolution of the Union that a | 
particular man is elected President? Manifestly | 


not; and the Senator from Virginia does not con-| 


tend for that. 





I say we avow no principle |, r co 
| ered by the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 


Is it | 








Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSK. He and others have attributed 
the sentiment on which he is now commenting 
so eloquently to the southern States. I desire 
to ask him if he does not know that it had its origin 
in the northern States with one of the candidates 
for the Presidency? Did he not first make the 
declaration that the event alluded to would dis- 
solve the Union? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam not the defender of 
any third party, whose candidate may have made 
declarations as to the dissolution of the Union. 
I say that the great Frémont party entertain and 
avow no such sentiment. 

Mr. RUSK. The Senator misunderstands me. 
I do not ask him to defend Mr. Fillmore; but I 
ask him to make the charge not against the 
South, but against the individual who committed 


the offense. 
Mr. SEWARD. That is 


Mr. HALE and 
fair. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not care who makes 
the charge that the election of Colonel Frémont 
to the Presidency would dissolve the Union. I 
say it is a baseless charge; and manifestly it 
could not prevail, come from what party it may. 
The Senator from Virginia does not put himself 
now on the fact of any particular man being 
elected, but on the principles avowed. To that 
I will pay attention in a moment; but I wish first 
to dispose of the clamor which has been raised 

| in some parts of the country, that the election of 
a particular man is a cause for a dissolution of 
| the Union. 

Why, sir, neither Colonel Frémont nor an 
other person can be elected President of the Uni- 
ted States except in the constitutional mode; and 

| if any individual is elected President in the mode 
| prescribed by the Constitutioy, is that cause for 
| a dissolution of the Union? Assuredly not. If 
it be, the Constitution contains within itself the 
elements of its own destruction. The great prin- 
ciple lying at the bottom of the institutions of the 
country, and of the Constitution itself, is, that 
we must acquiesce in the decision of the majority, 
constitutionally expressed, in the selection of 
officers; and until the person elected does some 
overt act violating the Constitution, until he sets 
| on foot some measure destructive of the Govern- 
| ment, the fact that he is elected President in the 
constitutional mode affords no reason whatever 
for the dissolution of the Union. Then would 
there have been any reason for its dissolution if 
the Republican party had succeeded with its 
avowed sentiments? 

Now, what were its avowed sentiments on the 
subject of slavery ? Opposition to its extension; 
opposition to the spread of slavery into the Ter- 
ritories, and a declaration of the right of Congress 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories of the United 
States. Is that a cause for the dissolution of this 
| Union? I know that the Senator has said that it 
/ matters not to him whether the interference is 
with slavery outside of the States or within the 
States; but I think the cases are very different. 
1 think we have no right, and that there is no 
| intention on the part of the great body of the 

people of the North, to interfere with slavery in 
the States; but I think there is an intention to 
| prevent its extension outside of States into free 

Territories; and there is a very great difference 


| between these positions. 


Well, sir, if the prevalence of these opinions 
be a cause for a dissolution of the Union, which 
should be immediate and eternal, why, I ask, 
was not this Government dissolved the year of 
its formation? How did it happen that the ver 
first Congress which ever met under the Const- 
_ tution of the United States adopted and reaffirmed 


| that ordinance excluding slavery from the whole 


| Northwest ? Why was not the Union then dis- 
solved? If it is a cause in 1856 for a dissolution 
of the Union to exclude slavery from Kansas and 
Nebraska, was it not a cause in 1789, when sla- 
very was excluded from the territory now cov- 


Wisconsin, and Michigan? Why, I ask again, 
in 1820, when Mr. Monroe was President of the 
United States, was aot the Union dissolved im- 
mediately and eternally? Slavery was then by 
| act of Congress excluded from the free territo 
from which we now wish so exclude it. If this 


| 


THE CONGRESSHONAL GLOBE. 





—— _- —~ — - — —_ _ ee — — — — oe RN NNSA iatianthentalseeieena ene 
. f! > . ° ° 

the Federal Government exercises over the || Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator fromglilinois 

When it is said that Congress cannot || allow me toask him a question? 
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be a reason for dissolving the Union now, was it 
nota reason for dissolution then? How did Mr, 
Monroe, from the State of Virginia himself, 
approve a bill excluding it from that territory? 
hy, sir, it is manifest that the public sentiment 
of this country has very much changed if this is 
a cause for dissolution of the Union now. In 
former times these acts of Congress excluding 
ry +“ 5 
slavery from the Northwest and from the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska were deemed 
ee and proper acts of legislation, voted for 
by the South, and carried by southern votes, 
ow we are told that the same legislation is 
cause for a dissolution of the Union. ‘This shows 
how the Constitution, which our fathers made, 
and understood, and have put into operation, ig 
proposed to be changed and subverted in these 
modern times. Sir, it was no cause for a disso- 
lution of the Union in 1789; it was none in 1820; 
it is none to-day; and in my judgment it would 
lead to no such consequences, 

But it is said that four of the northern States 
united to keep out of power this party, and among 
them the State of Illinois is named. Bir, the State 
of Illinois indorses no such sentiments as those 
avowed by the Senator from Virginia. You 
could not get the friends of Mr. Buchanan in 
Illinois to discuss the question of the expansion 
of slavery. They said that Kansas would be a 
free State; that it was a libel on them when we 
charged that the eflect, the purpose, the object of 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise was to 
open Kansas to slavery. They said, *‘ Slaver 
will not go there; Kansas will be a free State;” 
and they discussed other questions, and were 
very far from discussing this question of the ex- 
pansion of slavery. The great party which it 
is said has triumphed, was not willing to put 
itself on that issue; but we find it at Cincinnati 
overturning and casting aside all the veterans 
who had done service in the Kansas-Nebraska 
fight, and taking up another gentleman, simply 
because he had not been mixed up with it—a 
gentleman who had been abroad, who had nothing 
to do with the repeal of the Missouri compromise 
and the opening of Kansas to slavery. He was 
nominated for that reason; and it is as apparent 
as the noonday sun, that if he had been identified 
with that measure he could not have been elected. 
Take the State of Illinois, which Mr. Buchanan 
has carried, but not by a majority vote; he is in 
a minority in that State of nearly thirty thou- 
sand. Thirty-seven thousand votes were cast in 
that State for Mr. Fillmore. The speakers in 
his favor denounced the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, denounced the extension of slavery 
into Kansas, as openly, as strongly, and as 
boldly as did any supporter of Colonel Frémont; 
but they insisted that Mr. Fillmore was the better 
man for the Presidency. They cast their votes 
for him under that impression. 

But how was it when a man was brought up 
identified with the repeal of the Missouri com- 
ees and the opening of Kansas to slavery? 

ow was it when Colonel Richardson came 
before the people of Illinois as the nominee of 
the Buchanan party for Governor—a man who 
had taken an active part in the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise—and there came up in 
opposition to him a gentleman who was opposed 
to the Kansas-Nebraska bill? The respective 
conventions which nominated these gentlemen 
passed resolutions on this subject. The one 
nominating Colonel Richardson indorsed the 
Nebraska bill; the other nominating Colonel 
Bissell denounced and condemned it. Who is 
elected? Colonel Bissell triumphantly, and the 
whole Republican State ticket; and that, too, 
notwithstanding the fact that there was a Fillmore 
ticket voted for. 

Do you claim Illinois as indorsing the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise and sustaining the 
administration of Franklin Pierce? If he had 
been the candidate, or any man identified with 
him in his policy, he would have been beaten as 
badly as was the man in the ingtance where there 
were but two persons in Illinois running for a 
State office, that of State Treasurer. It so hap- 
pened that we had but two candidates for that 
office. One was Mr. Moore, ‘honest John 
Moore,’’ as he has been called, the old treasurer, 
a popular man, and deservedly so, but identified 
with the party which approved the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise. Against him the Repub- 
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